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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Lorp Justick Baccattay has been confined to his 
house for some days by serious indisposition. His lord- 
ship is progressing favourably towards recovery, and 
hopes to resume his seat on the bench of the Court of 
Appeal in the course of a few days. 





SEVERAL or THE NEW courts in the Royal Courts of 
Justice are so far advanced as to be ready to receive the 
necessary fittings for the judges, barristers, solicitors, 
and jury, but it is understood that before the plan of 
these is finally settled, the Lord Chancellor, with 
Lord Covertpex and several of the judges, will inspect 
the courts and give their opinion as to the arrange- 
‘ments to be made, 





Tue aspect of the rooms in the Royal Courts of 
Justice which are now being prepared for the chief 
clerks of the four judges of first instance in the Chan- 
cry Division is very different from that presented even 
so short a time since as Easter of this year. No doubt 
appears to exist that these rooms will be actually 
entered upon during the month of June, and that each 
chief clerk and his staff, numbering in all about seventy 
officials, will before the end of next month, be installed 
in the new building. 





Ir 1s worTH NortictNG that the recent applications with 
reference to the Canterbury and Oxford election petitions 
have brought to light the circumstance that the Masters 
consider 200 guineas as the highest amount which can 
be allowed as between party and party for getting up a 
case, instructions, and drawing up briefs for counsel. 
The charge made in the Canterbury case was 500 
guineas, and in the Oxford case (in which the brief con- 
tained between 400 and 500 folios) 400 guineas. In 
each case the sum of 200 guineas was allowed. 





A suacxstion has been made by the Treasury to the 
Lord Chancellor for adjusting the salaries of some of the 
clerks in the legal offices, so as to assimilate them to the 
salaries of the corresponding classes in the Civil Service. 
Under the proposed regulations the salary of a first-class 
clerk will be £500, rising by annual increments of £20 
to £600; that of the second class will be £250, rising by 
annual increments of £15 to £400, and that of the third 
class will be £100, rising by annual’ increments of £10 
to £200. This suggestion, if carried out, will affect 
between sixty and seventy of the clerks in the chancery 
offices. 


Ir 1s TO BE HOPED that, as regards the “ well” for 
solicitors in the new courts, the arrangements of the 
Court of Appeal at Lincoln’s-inn, which were approved 
of by Lord Carrns, will not be taken asa model. It is 
essential that solicitors should be placed face to face 
with the counsel they may have occasion at any moment 
to communicate with. It is not convenient that counsel 
should be compelled to attract his client’s attention by 
patting him on the head with his brief. The solicitors’ 
seats should be opposite to, and facing, those of the 
counsel of the inner bar, and immediately below 
the latter seats there should be provided a table 
or desk for [the papers of the solicitors, with pro- 
vision for writing. As regards the solicitors’ “ well,” 
the arrangements of the court now occupied by Mr. 
Justice Kay are a very fair model. It should not be 
forgotten that the shorthand writers should be placed as 
nearly as possible halfway between the counsel and the 
judge, and facing the witness-box. 





Poor Mr. Rea, the Belfast solicitor whose tragic end 
has this week been recorded in the papers, carried the 
virtueof pertinacious presentation of his cases to unheard- 
of lengths. Some of our readers may, perhaps, recall the 
scenes in the Parliamentary Committee on the Belfast 
Town Improvement Bill in 1864. On the eleventh day 
of the sitting of the Committee, Mr. Rea, who con- 
ducted his opposition to the Bill in person, had not 
concluded his cross-examination of the fourth witness, 
having taken a much longer time over the cross-examination 





of each witness than had been occupied by the promoters 
29 
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and all the other opponents of the Bill put together 
in the examination and cross-examination of all four wit- 
nesses. On the eleventh day, the patience of the Com- 
mittee being completely worn out, they declined to hear 
Mr. Rea any further. He refused to withdraw, and, 
after a fearful struggle, in which one of the 
policemen was injured, he was dragged out of the room 
by three policemen, after threatening to bring an action 
against every member of the Committee. 


An Application made this week to the City of London 
Court, which we report elsewhere, opens up a gloomy pro- 
spect’ to solicitors. A solicitor, of course, isnot personally 
liable to witnesses whom he subpcenas for their expenses 
unless he thinks fit to bind himself to pay them. And 
we have always understood that the evidence which is 
necessary to render a solicitor liable in respect of a 
promise to pay the expenses of a witness must be clear 
and unambiguous. If the evidence is ambiguous or doubt- 
ful, or the acts or statements of the solicitor relied 
on are consistent with his acting as agent or soli- 
citor only, then the court will hold that there is 
no evidence at all of any promise to be personally 
liable (see the observations of Pottocx, C.B., in Lee v. 
Everest, 26 L. J. Ex. 334, 338). In Gilbert v. Terry it 
appears from the judgment of Mr. Commissioner KErr 
that the evidence of the plaintiff was that Mr. Terry, a 
solicitor, went to the plaintiff, a surveyor, and ‘‘ told 
him he (Mr. Texrx) wanted him to give evidence on 
behalf of his client.” Upon the evidence the jury found 
a verdict of three guineas for the plaintiff, and on an 
application for a new trial the judge held that “the 
jury believed that the defendant was unwise enough to 
tay a word on his own responsibility, and so found 
against him ; ” and he refused to order a new trial. If 
the whole evidence against Mr. Terry is correctly stated 
in the judgment of the commissioner, there would seem 
to have been no evidence whatever to fix the sclicitor 
with personal liability. 





A cuazce of appropriating a £5 note picked up 
in the street, which came before the magistrate 
at the Thames Police Court last week, illustrates 
the anomalous state of the law as to larceny by the 
finder of a chattel. Mr. Lusuincton dismissed the 
charge, on the ground that the finder had no means, at 
the moment when he picked up the note, of knowing 
who the owner was. Seg. v. Thurborn (1 Dear. 387) is 
the leading case upon this point. There the prisoner 
picked up a bank uote, there being no circumstances 
which would facilitate his finding the owner, but the jury 
found that he had, when he picked it up, intended to 
appropriate it to hie own use. Pauxe, B., delivered an 
elaborate Judgment, and errived at the conclusion that 
there had been no larceny, because there was no evidence 
of tzking invito domino. He cited the following passage 
from 1 Hare's Viea of the Crown, 506:— If A. find 
the purse of B. in the highway, and take and carry it 
away, ond hath all the circumstances that may prove it 
to be done anime furandi, a» denying or secreting it, 
yet it is not felony;” but he stated that the taking 
would be larceny if the finder reasonably believed that 
the owner could be found. The correctness of this judg. 
ment was doubted by Maunw, U.,in Hey. v. Glyde (16 
W. i 1174, L. %. 10. C. R129), although Ry. v. 
Tihurbiarn was toiiowed. The prisoner had picked up a 
sovercign. He met the owner of the money very soon 
alterwards, and denied having found it. The jury found 
that Le had, with a knowledye that he was doing wrong, 
Act risined to keep the wvereign, evo if the owner 
hersih beome known t him, The conviction was 
qualeA, on the ground that there was no evidence of 
bie OA, when he picked up the money, that he could 
fin tee owner. Cocnecun, CI, however, observed, 





i, 
——$$.__ 


that if the finder were to say, “‘ Even if the owner does 
claim it, I mean to keep it,’ that might be larceny.” 





THE PHILANTHROPIC GENTLEMEN Who recently met at the 
Mansion House to inaugurate a licensed home for 
drunkards, under the Habitual Druukards Act of 1879, 
said a good deal about the self-supporting character of 
the institution to be established in order to prevent the 
Act from becoming a dead letter, but they omitted to 
draw attention to the circumstance that under the Act 
every ‘‘retreat”’ must “from time to time, and at least 
twice in each year, be inspected by the inspector or 
assistant inspector of retreats.’ Hence, on the establish. 
ment of the proposed ‘‘ model licensed home,” an in- 
spector of retreats will have to be appointed by the Home 
Secretary, and the “salary and allowances” of such, 
inspector, as well as his expenses in carrying out the pro- 
visions of the Act, will have to be “ paid out of moneys 
provided by Parliament.’ It is questionable whether, 
even if the Act were put in force by the local authorities, 
the public should be burdened with any costs attending 
the “retreat” of the drnnkard, but it is still more 
doubtful whether for the sake of a mere amateur experi- 
ment the British taxpayer ought to be saddled with the 
salary and expenses of an inspector. 





THE SECOND MONTHLY List of persons detained ip 
prison in Ireland under the Protection of Person and 
Property Act, shows that the number of prisoners has 
risen from thirty-five to fifty-four. Most of the addi- 
tional prisoners are incarcerated upon grounds similar 
to those upon which those included in the first list 
were detained, but it appears that Joun Ruane and 
Parrick Ruane are detained at Galway on reasonable 
suspicion of having committed murder, while Witt 
Doortry is imprisoned on suspicion of arson. The 
cause assigned for the arrest of Mr. Ditton, M.P., is 
that he is reasonably suspected of having been guilty 
“as principal, of a crime punishable by law — that 
to say, inciting persons to forcibly oppose and re- 
sist the execution of process of the law for giving pos- 
session of lands, and to riot and assault ”’ within 4 
prescribed district. 








CRIMINAL PROCEDURE. 


Tue case of The Queen v. Willshire (29 W. R. 473, 
L. R. 6 Q. B, D. 366) is one of those provoking cases in 
which a prisoner gets off by a technicality without there 
being any moral doubt of his guilt, and yet the circum- 
stances were such that it is impossible to deny that the 
court was bound to give effect to the technicality. 
Such unfortunate occurrences give great occasion to 
the unlearned to blaspheme. 

‘I'he facts were these. A man was convicted of bigamy 
under the following circumstances :—The prisoner had, 
in 1864, married a woman whom we will call A, In 1868 
he went through the ceremony of marriage with B., A. 
being still alive, and he was charged with, and convicted 
of, bigamy. In 1879 he married C., and in 1880, 0, being: 
still alive, he manied D, He waa then charged with 
bigamy in marrying D., O. being still alive, and he wae 
convicted. The question was whether this conviction 
could be sustained. The point upon which the case 
turned was as to the presumption with regard to the 
continued existence of A., and the court held that, it nob 
having been left to the jury to gay whether A. was alive 
or not when the prisoner married C,, the conviction could 
not be sustained, 

It sceme quite clear that this mopt unsatiafactory con- 
clusion was inevitable, At firet wight the result might 
seem more abaurd than if is, because It looks as if the 
prisoner escaped the conviction for bigamy bn reapect of 
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one former marriage, on the ground that he was guilty 
of bigamy in respect of another former marriage, but 
this is not the case: the woman A. might possibly have 
been alive when the marriage with C. took place, and 
dead when the marriage with D. took place, in which 
case, though the marriage with OC. would bea bigamy, the 
marriage with D. would be no bigamy. The case was 
one of a slip in the way the matter was left to the jury, 
which must sometimes occur; but, apart from the point 
which the decision actually went, the case illustrates 
very forcibly the possible absurdities that may arise from 
the cumbrous rigidity which still characterizes our 
criminal procedure. If the case had been correctly left 
to the jury, in what position would it have stood? 
The evidence on which the jury would have had to 
decide whether the woman A. was alive in 1879 
when the marriage with OC. took place was not 
very satisfactory. There is, it is said, a presumption 
that the marriage with C. was valid; that it could not be 
presumed to have been a bigamy, and that the presump- 
tion in its favour rebutted the presumption of the con- 
tinued existence of A. It was held that it was for the 
jury to decide between these conflicting presumptions, 
whereas the Common Serjeant, who tried the case, told 
the jury thet there being a prima facie case of bigamy, 
the onus was thrown on the prisoner of proving that the 
woman A. was alive when he married C. But assuming 
that the jury on the facts had vome to the conclusion 
that A. was alive in 1879, when the marriage with C. 
took place—it will be observed that the marriage with D. 
took place in 1880—what ground in reason, without more, 
would they have for presuming that A. was dead in 1880? 
Tt seems to us that in reason and justice the prisoner 
certainly ought to have been convicted. If A. was dead 
in 1879 he was guilty of bigamy in marrying D., C. 
being alive. If A. was to be presumed to be alive iu 
1879, she ought surely to be presumed to be alive in 
1880. But the difficulty would then have arisen that 
the prisoner was indicted for bigamy in marrying D., C. 
being alive, not for bigamy iu marrying D., A. being 
alive. It seems doubtful whether an indictment could 
be allowed containing counts charging the felony alter- 
natively. An amendment, assuming it possible, does not 
meet the case, because the truth is that the jury might 
not really be able to come to a conclusion whether A. 
was alive in 1879 or not, but they might well think that 
if she was alive in 1879, she was alive in 1880, and so 
that gudeunque vid the prisoner was guilty of bigamy. 
For the same reason a fresh indictment for bigamy in 
marrying D., A. being alive, might prove unavailing. 

The truth is that it is quite possible, under our present 
system (especially in cases of felony, where the indict- 
ment can only charge one felony)—although it does not, 
of course, often happen in practice—that a man may 
escape who is clearly guilty of one of two alternative 
charges, because it is diffloult to say which he is guilty 
of. Ofcourse, there might be substantial difficulty, as 
when the punishment or nature of the offences differed ; 
but when, as in the case we are suggesting, the offence is 
substantially the same, only with slight difference of 
circumstance, it is really absurd that there should 
be any diffloulty in convicting and punishing a miscreant 
who, qudcunque vid, thoroughly deserves it. We be- 
lieve we have seen it gravely argued in some book 
of high authority on criminol law that when the evidence 
is 80 balanced that it is impossible to say whether a man 
ia guilty of stealing or receiving, though he must 
have been guilty of one or the other, he ought to be ac- 
quitted, If this be good law, it seema to us very bad 
sense, Tho difloulty we are discussing depends very 
much on our system of indictments, So far ae the true alle- 
gation and proof of ciroumstance may be properly mate- 
rial, it may be necessary that euch allegation and proof 
should be atrictly required in the interests of the prisoner, 
But in such a case aa this the result appears to ua to be 
abeurd, Tho very ground of defence really shows the 
offence, with slight change of clroumstance, to have been 
committed, 


Some time ago we took occasion to point out the 
useless and even mischievous character of the old- 
fashioned system of indictments. It is a survival from a 
period of our law when, perhaps, it had its uses, an 
obsolete application of that almost superstitious con-* 
sideration for legal instruments and documents which 
once so largely prevailed in the law, and was, no doubt, a 
valuable principle in earlier times. The indictment is, 
in form, a presentment, and in early days, we suppose, 
when the function of the jury was to present, as being 
neighbours already cognizant of the facts, rather than to 
to try, it might be necessary that the charge should be 
set out with rigid accuracy, and it seems obvious that 
such accuracy would be a safeguard. But now the. 
indictment answers cther purposes. Its really essential 
function is to inform the prisoner what the charge 
aguinst him is. We have pointed out how badly and 
cumbrously it performs this function. The depositions 
really give the prisoner the requisite information. What, 
in fairness, the prisoner ought to be informed of are the 
facts upon which the prosecution mean to rely, and, 
perhaps, in addition to this, he ought to have some notice 
or particulars of the crime or crimes, whether statutory 
cr common law, of which it is alleged the facts show 
him to be guilty. Of course, if there were a code, that 
would be done by referring to the section of the code. 
The question whether more than one charge should be 
tried at the same trial ought to be one for the discretion 
of the court; the distinction between felonies and mis- 
demeanors in this respect seems quite illogicaland ground- 
less. The case upon which we have founded the above 
remarks affords another illustration of the vices of the 
present system to which we before drew attention. 





THE STOLEN GOODS BILL. 


Tue Bill which it is proposed to call the Stolen Goods 
Act, 1881, which was recently read a second time in the 
House of Lords,is not likely to meet with much oppo- 
sition. Thieves and receivers are, of course, not repre— 
sented in Parliament, and we should hardly imagine 
that ‘* second-hand dealers ”’ and pawnbrokers are repre- 
sented sufficiently to be able to interfere. It is all the 
more necessary, therefore, that the various clauses of the 
measure should be carefully scrutinized in the interest 
of the general convenience of the public. 

Shortly put, the objects of the Bill are the prevention. 
of “ receiving’ and the speedy detection of thieves, and 
these objects are proposed to be effected by vesting in 
the police an extensive power of search, and by putting 
traders under a sharp supervision and control. The 
power of search is not quite new, no doubt, for the: 
germ of it may be found in the little-known “ Old Metal 
Dealers Act, 1861” (24 & 25 Vict. c 110), 
and in sections 24 and 25 of the Metropolitan 
Police Act (2 & $3 Vict o Tl). And ever 
since the ‘ Act against Brokers” (1 Jae. 1, a 21). 
pawnbrokers have been (very properly) subjected to. 
divers harassing regulations. But it is now sought 
greatly to extend the power of search, and to subject 
second-hand dealers in a large variety of articles (in- 
cluding wearing apparel) to the same control and 
supervision as pawnbrokers, We to consider the 
thirty-seven clauses by which this is proposed to be done, 
premising that the Old Metal Dealers Act, 1861, and 
the two sections in the Metropolitan Police Act to which 
wo have referred, are, with one or two other less important 
enactments, repealed and replaced dy the provisions of 
the Bill, 

The first paragraph of clause 3 is as follows 


“Where an officer of police, being an inapector, or of 
eq nal or auperior rank, atvtea on oath toa court of sammary 
juriadiotion that he haa received informacion that certaia 
articles apecified by him have been atolen, and that he haw 
reason to believe and does believe that the said information 








ia trae, and that those articles or eome of them are ia 
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some premises, whether a building or not, named by him 
within the jurisdiction of such court, the court may, 
although such officer does not specify any particular reasons 
for his belief, or specify which of the articles are in such 
premises as aforesaid, grant to the officer a special search 
warrant under this section,” 

The special search warrant authorizes any officer 
authorized thereby to enter in the daytime, search, and 
seize all articles found which appear to the officer to 
have been stolen. 

These provisions differ materially from those of the 
Metropolitan Police Act (2 & 3 Vict. c. 71), s. 25, for 
which they are to be substituted. That section allows 
any person to give information, and permitsthe magis- 
trate to authorize a search in the night-time. We think 
that in making the law of search of universal applica- 
tion it is very wise to limit the power of information 
to superior officers of ‘police, and to limit the power of 
search. The words “states on oath” admit of an oral 
information. In order that this may not be too loosely 
given, it might be prudent to require that the informa- 
tion should be read over to and signed by the informant 
(apon a form which might be scheduled to the Act) 
before the search warrant is granted. And in connection 
with search warrants it seems desirable either to repeal 
or to preserve, in the same manner as section 480 of the 
Merchant Shipping Act, 1854 (as to dealers in marine 
stores), section 8 of 6 & 7 Vict. c. 40, which empowers 
justices to grant search warrants on suspicion of thefts 
by “ persons employed in the woollen, linen, cotton, flax, 
mohair, and silk hosiery manufactures.” 

The second paragraph of clause 4 is a very severe one. 
The opening paragraph of the clause is as follows :— 

“ Where any articles are found in any premises either upon 
a search in pursuance of a watrant under this, or in pursuance 
of any other warrant, or without such search, or are other- 


wise found in the possession of any person, and are brought 
before 2 court of summary jurisdiction ”"— 


The next paragraph provides that :— 

“If the court is satisfied that the person in whose posses- 
sion the said articles [any articles 7], whether found in any 
premises or otherwise, are found, bad reasonable cause to 
suspect that they were stolen, and failed to give information 
to the police of the fact that he had such articles in his 
possession, that person on summary conviction shall be liable 
to a fine, &c., or in case of a second or third offence, &c., &c.” 


Surely this is going too far. Is not the effect of it 
this, that if anything is found anywhere which anybody 
thinks another person ought to have thought to have 
been stolen, such other person, if he should fail to put 
the law in motion against an imaginary thief, is to have 
the law put in motion againet himself? We cannot but 
think that it would be reasonably sufficient if the 
liability should be confined to cases of the search warrant 


Clause 6, which is taken from the Old Metal Dealers 
Act, provides that persons buying gold, silver, &., 
shall not melt the same until the expiration of not less 
than seventy-two hours [increased from the forty-eight 
hours of the Old Metal Dealers Act] after he bought the 
same, and shall aleo keep a register of all sales, and allow 


a rastable at any time to examine such register, &c. | 
We are here treading on the very hotbed of thieves and | , } asa 
| registered, such person may appeal against the conviction to 


receivers, and every precaution should be taken to make 
this dause as severe as posible. We think that the 
common law right of re-sale must necessarily be sus- 
pended ; the time of suspension might fairly be extended 
from seventy-two hours to one clear week, And might 
it mot be provided that, in case of a second wale by the 
samse person within « limited period, up toa certain 
amount, notice of the purchase should be sent to the 
police? This would, of course, lead to thieves dealing 
with two or more receivers, and so double, or proportion~ 
ately increase, the chance of detection, 

it ix next provided (clause 7) that if any person 
hers any asticie tor sale, or in pawn, “ and is unable, or 








refuses to give a satisfactory account of the means 
which he became possessed of the article,” he shall be. 
liable to be fined £20, “or if, after due inquiry, the. 
court considers that there is sufficient prima facie 
evidence that the article was stolen, to imprisonment 
with or without hard labour for a term not exceedi 
one month.” We think that this is a little too hard 
upon the general public. It includes, be it observed, 
all articles whatever, and would, we think, press unduly 
upon such unfortunate persons who, happening to bein 
reduced circumstances, might wish to be sellers for the 
most innocent of reasons, and yet be unable to answer 
“ satisfactorily ’’ questions of a searching character. 

We now come to the regulations specially affecting 
pawnbrokers and “‘ second-hand dealers,”’ but before con. 
sidering them, it is necessary to extract from the inter. 
pretation clause the definition of “second-hand dealer,” 
which is as follows :— 


‘¢The expression ‘second-hand dealer’ means a person 
who carries on the business of dealing in, or buying or 
selling by retail, second-hand ar ticles manufactured «wholly 
or partly of gold, silver, or ot her precious metal, or any old 
scrap, broken or defaced gold, silver, or other precious 
metals, or second-hand jewellery, second-hand watches, 
second-hand clothing or tools, old iron, rags, or marine stores, 
whether such person deals in, buys, or sells such articles and 
goods only, or other stores and goods; provided that a 
person who Jondé fide carries on the business of manufac- 
turing and selling new articles of gold, silver, or other 
precious metal, or new jewellery, or new watches, shall not 
be deemed to be a second-hand dealer within the meaning of 
this Act.” 


Second-hand dealers are placed on the same footing 
as pawnbrokers in all respects by the Bill, although none 
of the provisions of the Pawnbrokers Act are applied to 
them. These traders are required to give every assist- 
ance to the police in the recovery of stolen goods, by 
giving speedy information, by allowing inspection 
of their wares by ‘‘a constable specially autho- 
rized as provided by this Act,” and by answering all 
inquiries made by such constable. It is also provided 
that second-hand dealers must take out excise licences 
(the licences of pawnbrokers are provided for by 
sections 37—44 of the Pawnbrokers Act, 1872, 
which sections are left undisturbed), which licences are 
to be forfeited upon convictions, as also are pawnbrokers’ 
licences (the Pawnbrokers Act contains no provisions for 
forfeiture of licences, but only restrictions upon the 
grant of them). Next we come to a series of clauses 
(16—19) providing for the registration of convicted pawan- 
brokers and second-hand dealers. To these clauses, 
which are to some extent modelled upon the well-known 
ones in pari materia which the Licensing Act of 1872 
first brought into vogue, there can be no reasonable 
objection, nor is there any reasonable objection to 
extending to second-hand dealers that provision of the 
Pawnbrokers Act which prohibits dealing with children 
or drunkards, and the employment of persons under 
sixteen as servants or apprentices, 

Passing to the general clauses of the Bill, we observe 
the appeal clause (clause 22) to be as follows :— 

“ Where a person convicted under this Act is sentenced to 
be imprisoned, or to pay « fine exceeding five pounds, or 
have his licence or certificate indorsed or forfeited, or to be 


a court of general or quarter sessions.” 


It is important to compare this clause with the 
appeal clauses of the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, as 
this is the first Bill of importance which has succeeded 
that Act, the appeal clauses of which it will be 
remembered apply to /uture as well as to past acts, All 
persons conversant with modern statutes will gladly 
miss the lengthy “conditions of appeal” which, in various 
forms, puzzled the reader before the passing of the Act 
of 1879, For these conditions, reference in to be had 
to the Act of 1879, and when they once become familiar, 
much trouble will have been saved, But it may be 
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asked why there should be an appeal clause at.all? The 
answer is that the Act of 1879 does not give an appeal 
ee oo ee nengen mae Sogienay 
the Bi 


The clauses that “‘ this Act shall be, in addition to, 
nd not in derogation of, any other powers or enact- 
ments in relation to stolen goods,” and that ‘‘this Act 
shall not exempt any person from any proceeding by 
indictment or otherwise for an offence which is punish- 
able at common law, or under any Act other than this 
Act, so that no person be punished twice for the same 
offence,” do not please us much. The 480th section of 
the Merchant Shipping Act, 1854, is expressly preserved, 
and we suppose that it could ill be torn out from its parent 
Act. But we think it would have been no very hard 
matter to pick out, repeat, and incorporate the “ other 
enactments,” and this brings us, in conclusion, to pass 
from what the Bill does to what it does not do. 

The Metropolitan Police Act (2 & 3 Vict. c. 71), will 
be found to contain a series of provisions (sections 26— 
80) for the restoration to the owner of stolen goods. 
These provisions may be administered by a magistrate 
summarily but are, of course, confined to the metropolis. 
The Larceny Act, 1861, s. 100, provides for the issue 
of a “ writ of restitution ” to an owner after a conviction 
for felony or misdemeanor. Sections 101 and 102 of 
the same Act, amended by the Larceny Act, 1870, as to 
the insertion of advertisements in newspapers, prohibit 
the taking reward for helping to the recovery of stolen 
property without bringing the offender to trial, and the 
advertising a reward for the recovery of stolen property, 
with an indication that “no questions will be asked.” 
These matters are so closely allied to the subject-matters 
of the Bill, that it would perhaps be worth while to con- 
‘solidate and incorporate them with the necessary amend- 
ments. It will be found that the Metropolitan Police 
Act contains many provisions which may aptly be 
brought into force in the whole kingdom, especially 
when it is considered that ‘the two sections which deal 
ong the power of search are already incorporated in the 
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PRACTICE OF SUPREME COURT. 


Tux Pracrice or rue Supreme Covrr or Juptcatuns. 
AtrHabericaLty Arrancep. Designed by F. 0. 
Crump, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Parr I.—Tusr Prac- 
TICE OF THE Cuancery Diviston or tur Hicu Covurr 
or Justice (IncLupine THE Winprn@ vp or Companrss), 
AND ON ArpraL To THE Court or AppraL AND House 
or Lorps. By Franx Evans, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
Horace Cox. 

The design of this work, the credit of which belongs 
to Mr. Crump, seems to usa very good one. The idea 
‘is to bring together, under headings arranged alphabeti- 
¢ally, not only the provisions of the Judicature Acts and 
Rules and the decisions upon them, but also all the 
statutes and orders now in force, with the decisions 
upon them, relating to the practice of the Supreme 
Court. There is an obvious convenience to the practi. 
tioner in being able to refer to a seotion which contains, 
in a short compass, everything relating to the matter in 
hand. The present volume comprises the practice of 
the Chancery Division, and, judging from the titles wo 
have examined, we are divposed to consider it a good 
hoe workmanship. Taking, for instance, the title 

licitors,” we find the subject arranged under nine 
heads — General Provisions, Proceedings affecting 

Status, Retainer and Authority, Changing Solicitor, 

‘Costs, Payment of Money and Delivery of Papers, En- 

forcing Undertaking, Disclosure as to Writ, aud De- 

fault in Proceeding. Thi last head, which does not 

Appear in the table prefixed to the title, doos not seem 

strictly to fall within the subject, and the only provision 








cited might, perhaps, have been inserted under the sub- 
head “ Jurisdiction over Solicitors as Officers.” Under 
these general headings the matter is arranged under 
sub-heads, to which reference is rendered easy by the 
tables prefixed to the titles. The cases seem to be 
industriously collected; their effect is concisely stated, 
and references are given to all the reports. We have 
pleasure in commending the work to our readers. 





JUDICATURE ACTS. 

Tue Jupicatcore Acts, 1873 ann 1875, THe APPELLATE 
Jurispicrion Act, 1876, anp oTHEeR STaTuTEs, THE 
Rutes or Court anp Orpers 1x Counct, witH Notes, 
FORMING A Practiceor THE Supreme Court. By J. M. 
Lety anp W. D. J. Fovtxes, Barristers-at-Law. 
Txirp Eprtion. H. Sweet. 

There has been some increase of size in this edition, 
but it still remains a very handy book, and there is 
plenty of room in the margins for annotating new 
decisions. As regards mechanical arrangements and 
devices for facilitating ready reference, this work on 
the Judicature Acts is excellent, and we may add, as 
the result of frequent reference to former editions, that 
the effect of the cases is given with accuracy and terse- 
ness in the notes. We have not missed any recent case 
in this edition, and the new orders and rules are inserted 
in the proper places. The Judicature (Officers) Act, 
1879, is carefully annotated, but we doubt whether the 
conveyancing counsel to the Court of Chancery can (as 
the authors suggest on p. 109) be said to be intended to be 
included among such “ other officers of the Supreme Court 
as are, from time to time, transferred to the Central Office 
by rules of court.” Those gentlemen would be greatly 
astonished to hear of any such proposed trausfer. This 
editicn of Messrs. Lely and Foulkes’ book will be found 
a very complete and practical compendium of the 
present practice. 





CRIMINAL LAW, 

Principtes oF THE Criminat Law. By Seymour F. 
Haruts, Barrister-at-Law. Ssconp Eprrron. Revised 
by the Avrnor and F, P. Tomursox, Barrister-at- 
Law. Stevens & Haynes. 

The favourable opinion we expressed of the first edi- 
tion of this work appears to have been justified by the 
reception it has met with. Looking through this new 
edition we see no reason to modify the praise we 
bestowed on the former edition. The recent cases have 
been added and the provisions of the Summary Juris- 
diction Act are noticed in the chapter relating to Sum- 
mary Convictions. The book is one of the best manuals 
of criminal law for the student. 








Mr. Woodforde, the jadge of the Derby County Coart, is 
said on Saturday to have stated that “‘ the county court 
registrars (who at present tax bankraptey costs), being 
paid by fees and not by salary as he would have them paid, 
knew that it was important for thea to treat in a friendly 
raanner the accountants and trustees who mainly broaght 
business to the courts, He furnished an instance in support 
of his atatements wherein a bankrapt’s estate realited 249, 
but as the costs amounted to £245, there was but £4 for 
the creditors,” [Some explanation of this statement ap- 
peara to be required. ] 

In the House of Commonea on the 15ch inet, in avawer 
to Mr. Hicks, Sir W. Harcourt said that be was qaite 
aware of the inconvenience which is caneed ia some cases 
both to the judges and to others who have to attend the 
autumn and Winter asaites, and he had been ia commani- 
cation with the Lord Chancellor and the Atioreey-General 
on the subject, and hoped that some more convenient 
ayatom might be dowiaed by which all prisoners vo ane 
brought to trial apeadily and the gaol eystem consall 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Wit — Construction — Conprtronat Legacy —Mar- 
RIAGE WITH CoNSENT OF GUARDIAN oR GUARDIANS— 
DeaTH oF Sote GUARDIAN APPOINTED BY WILL.—In a 
case of In re Brown’s Trusts, before the Court of Appeal 
on the 13th inst., a question arose as to the non-fulfilment 
of the condition upon which a legacy had been given. A tes- 
tator, by his will, appointed his wife sole guardian of his 
children during their respective minorities. And he be- 
queathed the sum of £5,000 to each of his daughters, “ upon 
her attaining the age of twenty-one years, or on her marriage 
with the consent of her guardian or guardians, which should 
first happen.” The widow died before one of the 
daughters attained twenty-one, and this daughter married 
under twenty-gne without the consent of any guardian, 
none having been appointed after the death of the widow. 
The daughter died under twenty-one. ‘The question then 
arose whether the daughter’s representative was entitled to 
the legacy. Fry, J., held that, as a guardian might have 
been appointed, the performance of the condition had 
not become impossible, and that, as it had not been 
complied with, the legacy bad lapsed. This decision was 
affirmed by the Court of Appeal (JAMEs, BAGGALLay, and 
Lusn, L.JJ.). It was contended that the case was governed 
by Dawson v. Oliver-Massey (24 W. R. 993, L. R. 2Ch. D. 
753), in which a legacy was given to an infant, ‘‘ upon her 
attaining twenty-one or marrying with the consent of her 
parents,’ and, after the deatb of one parent, the infant 
married with the consent of the surviving parent, and 
the Court of Appeal held that this was a sufficient com- 
pliance with the condition, it having become impossible, by 
the act of God, and without any default on the part of the 
legatee, to obtain the consent of both parents. So in 
In re Brown’s Trusts it was urged that, there being no 
guardian in existence at the time of marriage, andthe will 
not having pointed out any mode of appointing guardians, a 
strict compliance with the condition had become impossible, 
James, L.J., said that the real question was whether the 
principle of the decision in Dawson v. Oliver-Massey applied. 
When parents were dead it was impossible to supply their 
place,jbut there was no such impossibility of supplying the 
place of guardians, and thetestator, in using the words ‘‘ with 
the consent of her guardian or guardians,” evidently 
contemplated that guardians of the infants would beappointed 
in the event of the death of the mother. It would have 
been the easiest thing possible to obtain the appointment 
of guardians by the court. A guardian appointed by the 
infant herself to consent to her marriage would not be 
a guardian within the meaning of the condition. It would 
be an unwarrantable extension of Dawson v. Oliver-Massey 
to hold that the temporary non-existence of a guardian 
was equivalent to the non-existence of parents. BaGcaLay, 


broker’s wife should charge her separate estate with the 
amount of the loss which the plaintiff had sustained throuol 
the broker’s misconduct. When the case was called on 
magistrate was informed of the terms of the agreement, 
and he gave his sanction to the withdrawal of the proge. 
cution, and the defendant was discharged. In pursuance 
of the agreement some title deeds of separate estate of the 
wife were deposited with some bankers. The wife after. 
wards declined to carry out her agreement, and the action 
was brought claiming a charge on her separate estate. No 
objection to the legality of the agreement was raised by. 
the pleadings, but Fry, J., held (28 W. R. 908, 24 Sozacte 
ToRs’ JOURNAL, 691) that the agreement, being for the com. 
pounding of a felony or the stifling of a criminal prosecu- 
tion, was contrary to public policy and illegal, and that it 
could not be enforced. And he held that the wife was en-- 
titled, as between herself and the plaintiff, to the return of 
the deeds, for which she had delivered a counter-claim, 
though he could only make a declaration of the right, and’ 
could not make an order for the return of the deeds, because: 
there was a prior mortgage of the property, and the holder 
of that mortgage was not a party to the action. This 
decision was affirmed by the Court of Appeal (James, Bac-. 
GALLAY, and Lusu, L.JJ.), who said that it was immaierial 
that the agreement had been made in court with the sanc- 
tion of the presiding magistrate. Such a sanction could 
not give any legality to that which was in itself an ille 
act. It was objected that by making a declaration as to the: 
title deeds, the court was affording active relief to one of 
the parties to the illegal agreement. But the court said 
that the declaration was the logical result of the dismissal of 
the plaintiff's claim. If the plaintiff had not acquired s 
valid charge on the property, it followed that the wife, 
being entitled to the property, free from any charge in 
favour of the plaintiff, was entitled to the deeds. Lvsu,. 
L.J., said that compounding a felony was not only an il- 
legal, but a criminal act, rendering the person who attempted 
it liable to punishment, and it followed that every agree-- 
ment by which a person in consideration of a private benefit. 
to himself consented to withdraw from a charge of felony 
was illegal and could not be enforced. There was no 
legal obligation on a man who had'been wronged to prose- 
cute the wrongdoer, but, if he did institute a prosecu- 
tion, then he acted on behalf of the public, and would not be 
allowed to enter into any bargain not to continue the pro- 
a nn F, Bradley ; Remnant, Penley, § 
Grubbe. 


Set-orr—Army AGcENT—Sace or Orricer’s ComMIs~ 
s1on.—In a case of The Duke of Roxburghe v. Cow, vefore the 
Court of Appeal on the 13th inst., a question arose as to set- 
off. An officer, who desired to retire trom the army, applied 
to the Army Purchase Commissioners to purchase his com- 
mission. The purchase-money was deposited by the Com- 





L.J., said that, having been a party to the deci in 
Davwn v. Oliver-Massey, he entirely agreed with the dis- 
tinction which had been drawn between that case and 
the present. Lusu, L.J., said thatif, after appointing the 
mother sole guardian of the children, the testator had said 
that the danghter’s marriage must be with the consent “‘ of 
her said guardian,” it would have been impossible after the 
death of the mother to comply with that condition. 
Bot the testator had not done this; on the contrary, 
he had clearly contemplated the existence of a guardian or 
guardians other than the mother.—Soxicirors, Emmet, Son, 
& Stubbs ; Simpson, Hammond, § Co, 


IniecaL Comnsipenation—Compouspine A Fetony— 
Sriviose A Paosxcurion—Dervosir oy Titte Deeps.—In 
a case of Whitmore v. Farley, before the Court of Appeal 
on the 14th inst., a question arose with regard to the 
validity of an agreement upon the terms of which a crimi- 
nal prosecution had been withdrawn. ‘The plaintiff bad 
deposited some securities with a broker, and she afterwards 
trought a charge against him before a magistrate of wrong- 
fully converting the securities to his own use, After the 
cuarge had been partly beard, the wife of the broker en- 
deavoared to indoce the plaintiff to withdraw from the pro- 
secation, and ultimately, on the morning of the day baed 
for the farther hearing of the charge, an agreemont was 
come to that the prosecotion should be withdrawn if the 
commun of the magistrate could be obtained, and that the 





mis 8 with the bankers, who acted as their agents, to be 
paid by them to the officer on his retirement being gazetted. 
The bankers had also acted as the bankers of the officer, and 
there was a balance due from him to them on his current 
account. The bankers claimed a right to retain this debt. 
out of the purchase-money, and Bacon, V.C., held that they 
were entitled to do so by virtue of their banker’s lien, On 
the appeal it was contended that no banker’s lien could exist,. 
inasmuch ag the bankers did not hold the purchase-money ae 
the officer’s bankers, but as trustees for him. The Court 
of Appeal (James, BaoGcauiay, and Lusu, L.JJ.) held that 
both the demands —that of the officer against the bankers,. 
and that of the bankers against him—were legal demands, 
and that the one could be ect off against the other, and on 
this ground 'they supported the decision of the Vice-Chan- 
cellor.—Soricirons, W. ¢ A, Ranken Ford; Fladgate, 
Smith, & Fladgate. 


Basxkuprcoy — Lerrers Aappressep ro Bankrurt — 
Arrication yor Re-pimection—-Locus sTaNnpi—BaNk- 
nurtcy Act, 1569, s. 85,—In a case of Lx parte Lister, 
before the Court of Appeal on thg 12th inst. © question 
arose a to the locus standi to apply for an order for the re- 
direction of letters addressed to a bankrupt, Section 85 of 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, provides that the court, upon the 
application of the trustee, may, from time to time, order that, 
for such time as the court thinks fit, not exceeding three 
months from the date of tho order of adjudication, post letters 
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addressed to the bankrupt at any place or any of the places 
mentioned in the order, shall be re-directed, sent, or 
delivered by the Postmaster-General, or the officers acting 
under bim, to the trustee, or otherwise as the court directs, 
and the same shall be done accordingly.”” An adjudication 
had been made against two of three partners who had traded 
go England. The third partner was resident abroad, and had 
never been within the jurisdiction of the English Bankruptcy 
Court. <A receiver had ,been appointed, but no trustee had 
‘been chosen, and one of the registrars was acting as trustee. 
Upon the application of the registrar trustee and of the 

titioning creditor, another of the registrars, acting as 

hief Judge, ordered that all post letters address:d to the 
bankrupts at their place of business should be re-directed, 
sent, or delivered to the receiver. The petitioning creditor 
applied to the registrar to vary this order, on the ground 
that it ought to have dealt with all letters addressed to the 
bankrupts in the name of the firm under which they had 
traded. The registrar trustee declined to join in the applica- 
tion, being of opinion that the variation asked for would not 
be authorized by section 85. The registrar refused the 
application. The petitioning creditor appealed, and the 
xegistrar trustee declined to join in the appeal. The Court 
of Appeal (Jamzs, Baceautay, and Lusu, L.JJ.) dismissed 
the appeal, on the ground that such aa order can, by section 
85, be made only on the application of the trustee. They 
said that possibly the petitioning creditor might obtain 
authority to use the name of the trustee, —Soticirors, S. S. 
Seal ; Aldridge. 





PRINCIPAL AND SURETY—JUDGMENT AGAINST PRINCIPAL 
Despror—Ricuts or Crepiror AGatNst Surety.—In a case 
of Ex parte Young, before the Court of Appeal on the 12th 
inst., the question was raised whether a judgmeut or award 
against a principal debtor is binding oa or is evidence against 
the surety in an action against him by the creditor. It was 
stated by counsel that no English authority was to be found on 
the point, but that it had been decided by the Amerian courts 

surety i und, reference being made to a 

ecision of the Supreme Court of New York in the case of 
of Douglas v. Howland, -24 Wendall, 35. The question 
arose thus:—An agreement had been entered into between a 
firm of English wine merchants, consisting of K. and M., with 
a firm of wine growers in Germany, for the supply of wines 
‘by the latter to the former, the English firm binding them- 
selves to take a certain quantity of wine yearly, After- 
wards K. retired from the English firm, and was succeeded 
by W. The German firm objected to continue the arrange- 
ment with the new English firm, unless K. would guarantee 
the due performance of it by them. K. then wrote a letter 
to the German firm, by which he requested them to treat the 
original agreement as made between the new English firm 
and themselves, and in consideration thereof he undertook 
‘and guaranteed that all wines supplied by them to the new 
firm should be duly paid for, and that the agreement should, 
in other respects, be duly performed by the new firm. Upon 
this guarantee being given, the German firm continued the 
‘supply of wine tothe new English firm. TheGerman firm after- 
wards complained that the new English firm had not taken 
the quantity of wine which they were bound to take under the 
‘agreement, and they claimed a reference to arbitration under 
an arbitration clause contained in the original agreement. Tho 
arbitration took place and the arbitrator awarded £1,250 
damages, to be paid by the new English firm to the German 
dirm, for breach of contract. The amount awarded was not 
paid, and the German firm claimed to prove for the amount 
against the estate of K., who had meanwhile filed a liquidation 
tition. The court (JAmMEs, Bacgattay, and Lusn, £.JJ.) 
eld that the proof could not be admitted for that amount, 
James, L.J., said that the meaning of the guarantee was that, 
if the new firm did not perform the agreement, the guarantor 
avould be liable in an action against him for any damages 
which the Germgn firm could show that they had sustained 
by the default, If he was to be liable for any amount which 
an arbitrator between the parties to the agreement might 
fix as the amount of the damages, this ought to have been 
expressed in the olearest language in the guarantee, It 
‘was clear that in an action against a surety no admission of 
ees made by the principal debtor to the creditor would 
be evidence againat the suroty. And, if the surety was not 
bound by any such admission, it would be monstrous if he were 
to be bound by the mode in which the creditor and the priuci- 





1 debtor chose to ascertain the amount of the liability. 
usH, L.J., said that the guarantor had not undertaken to 
be liable for such an amount as an arbitrator might find to 
be due by the principal debtor to the creditor. If there had 
been a verdict by a jury for the amount due from the pria- 
cipal debtor to the creditor, it would have been no evidence 
as against the surety of the amount due. The creditor 
must have proved the amount due over again as against the 
surety. He was only liable to pay what should be found 
due as against him. There must be specific words in the 
tee in order to make the guarantor liable to pay 
whatever might be awarded by a third person, whether an 
arbitrator, a jury, or a judge. If the surety insisted on it, 
the amount due must be proved against him just as against 
the principal debtor. The proof against the principal debtor 
was res_inter_alios actaand at not bind thé strety.— 
Sortcirons, Hindssi, Miller, & Vernon; Stibbard, Gibson, 
§ Co, 





VENDOR AND PurcHaseER—RESTRICTIVE CovENANT— 
LeAse—Notice oF Lessor’s TirLE—VENDOR AND Pur- 
CHASER Act, 1874, s, 2, SUB-sECTION 1—In a case of 
Patman v. Harland and Bennett, betore the Master of the 
Rolls on the 13th inst., a motion was made to re- 
strain the defendants from erecting a building to be usedas 
an art studio in breach of a covenant contained in a former 
conveyance of the pruperty. The property in question was 
sold and conveyed by the plaintiff to the predecessor in 
title of the defendant Harland, subject te the covenants 
and conditions contained in an indenture of the 25th of Oc- 
tober, 1876, and, amongst others, to a covenant not to erect 
any building upon the said property other than a private 
dwelling-house. A private dwelling-house had been duly 
erected upon the property in question, but the defendant 
Bennett had recently commenced to erect at the side of the 
house a corrugated iron structure not attached to the house, 
intended to be used as an art studio in connection with an 
art college for ladies carried on in the house. The de- 
fendant Harland had leased the premises to the defendant 
Bennett, ard had expressly covenanted with the latter that 
she should make the erection in question. The conveyance 
to Harland was made expressly subject to the inden- 
ture of the 25th of October, 1876. The plaintiff now 
moved for an injunction to restrain the erection of the pro- 
posed stadio. For the defendant Harland it was contended 
that he was not a necessary party to the motion, and that 
the erection would not be a breach of the covenant. 
For the defendant Bennett it was contended that she had not 
constructive notice of the covenant, as she was expressiy 
told she had liberty to make the erection ia questioa, 
and reliance was placed upon the dicta of Turner, L.J., 
in Wilson v. Hart (L. R. 1 Ch. 463). Jessex, M.R., was 


of opinion _that.a lessee who took a lease pay constructiye ' 
notice of his lessor’s title, an on Sach 


a doctrine as settled law in his time, and it had not been 
disturbed since, and in fact there was no difference as to 
notice whether a man took Bs purchase or under a 
lease. A man who purcha or leased was bound 
to investigate his vendor’s or lessor’s title, and 
he was held to take with notice of that tide, and was bound 
to inquire what that title was. Of course that meant reason- 
able inquiry, and a purchaser or lessee was not simpiy limited 
to the conveyance to his vendor or lessor, but must go back 
during the usual length of. title. In the present case 
if only the conveyance to Harland had been seen, the lessee 
would have seen that the property was sabject to the re- 
strictive covenants, It had, however, been argued that if a 
lessee having constructive vetice were told by his lessor that 
there was no restrictive covenant, that would do away with 
the effect of constructive notice, but he entirely dissented 
with that doctrine. Lf a person had notice of a deed relating 
to the title, he had notice of the contents, and it was no excuse 
for not asking to look at the deed that he was told ik 
contained nothing necessary to be seen, There might, no 
doubt, be cases where a deed could not be seen, and where 
there might be no constructive notice, but that was another 
question, and when a person had constructive notice it was 
no answer to say he had been told a certain deed did not pre- 
judicially affect the title. Ifa person kuew a deed affected 
the title, he was bound by its contents, There was a class of 
cases, of which Jones v. Smith (1 Hare, 43) was the 

notorious, in which it was held that if a man was teld of 





a 
deed which might or might affect the title, and was told at 
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the same time it did not affect the title, he would not in such 
a case have constructive notice of its contents. The instance 
he alluded to was where a purchase was made of a married 
man, and the purchaser was told the vendor had made a 
settlement on his marriage, which, however, did not 
affect the property sold. No doubt some difficulty had 
arisen from some observations of Turner, L.J., in Wilson 
v. Hart, but those observations could not alter the settled 
law on the subject. He was also of opinion that the Vendor 
and Purchaser Act, 1874, s. 2, sub-section 1, did not alter 
the law, it only did away with that necessity for a stipulation 
on the point which had previously been the practice, and, in 
his opinion, the effect was the same as if a lessee had ex- 
ressly bargained notto look at his lessor’s title. On the merits 
‘She was of opinion that a breach of the restrictive covenant 
‘Thad occurred, and therefore he granted an injunction until 
the trial to restrain the completion of the building. He 
would not new grant a mandatory ivjunction to pull down 
the building (although it was stated it could be done ina few 
honrs), as it might be the building would be so altered before 
the time as to be u-ed as an adjunct to the dwelling-house. 
There would be no injunction egainst the defendant Harland, 
and the costs would be costs in the action.—Soricirors, 
W. H. Bennett ; John Mackrell § Co ; Edward Newman, 


Practice—ATracHMENT—Dextors Act, 1869, s, 4, suR- 
SECTION 3—DeFavuLt BY Person IN Fipuctary Capacity. 
—An application to enforce an order for leave to issue an 
attachment was made to Hal], V.C., on the 14th inst., in an 
administration action of In re Spicer, Spicer v. Spicer. An 
order bad been obtained in the action requiring the defend- 
ant, who was the executrix of the estate being administered. 
to pay into court certain moneys belonging to the testator’s 
estate, the amount to be verified by her upon affidavit. The 
order had not been complied with, and an order for leave to 
issue attachment against her had been obtained. The 
registrar, bowever, had refused to draw up the order, on the 
ground that no sum was specified in the order, and the 
case was not within the exception of section 4, sub- 
section 3, of the Debtors Act, 1869, whereby arrest 
and imprisonment for default have been retained 
in the ease of a person acting in a fiduciary capacity, 
“and ordered to. pay by a court of equity any sum in his 
possession or under his control.” The present application was 
that the order might be drawn up, notwithstanding the 
objection, but Harr, V.C., held that the exception in the 
Debtors Act must be construed strictly, and that, asthe real 
contempt consisted in not making the requisite affidavic, the 
order ought not to go, and the application must, therefore, 
be refused.—Soxicitors, Sole, Turner, § Knight. 


Practice—Parrition Act, 1876—Reaquest FoR SALE— 
—Marzizp Woman—Form or Request.—In a partition 
action of Grange v. White, before Hall, V.C., on the 14th 
inst., in which an order for sale instead of partition was 
desired by the parties, one of the parties interested was a 
married woman, who had been made a co-plaintiff with her 
husband. The direction of the court was asked as to the 
form in which her request should be made. Section 6 of the 
Partition Act, 1876 (29 & 40 Vict. c. 17), provides that the 
request may be made on the part of a married woman by the 
next friend, “or other person suthorized’’? to act on her 
bebalf, and io Crookes v. Whitworth (27 W. RB. 149) a 
married woman's request was made by her counsel authorized 
to act on her bebalf. However, in Wallace v. Greenwood 
(43 L, T. N. S. 720), Jessel, M.K., said that the request of 
counsel was not sufficient under the Act, and that it must 
be made by some person specially authorized to act on her 
behalf in the action. Hart, V.C., held that, to put the 
matter in proper form, the married woman should “ authorize 
and request A. B. (ber solicitor) to instruct counsel to 
request a sale.”—Soricitons, Lurton, Yeates, & Hart. 


al 


Witi—Consrevctios—Lecacy—V estino— Pa vane.” 
—In s case of Partridge v. Baylis, belore Fry, J., on the 
14th inet., @ question arose as to the vesting of some lega- 
cies. A testator gave a fand to trustees, upon trust to 
pay the income thereof to his daughter for her life, and 
after her death upon trust to pay and divide £2,000, part 
of the fund, unto and equally between all and every the 
child and children of the daughter 18 acd when they | 
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should attain twenty-one, and in case any or either of the 
children should die before his, her, or their share oy 
shares thereof should become ‘payable as aforesaid,” 
without leaving a child or children, the testator directed 
that the share or shares of him, her, or them so dyi 
should go to the survivor or survivors, equally if more 
than one, and if but one, the whole to that one, with fall 
power for the trustees during the respective minorities of 
the child or children, to pay and apply the interest of his, 
her, or their expectant share or shares for and towards 
his, her, or their maintenance, education, and support, 
And in caseall such children should die under twenty-one, 
without leaving a child or children, upon trust as the 
mother should appoint, and in default of appointment on 
trust for the next of kin of the mother. The daughter 
had four children who attained twenty-one. Three of them 
died before the mother, two without issue, the third 
leaving issue. On the death of the mother the question 
arose whether the shares of the children had vested at. 
twenty-one, or whether, as the first gift over was in the 
event of their dying without issue before their shares 
became ‘‘ payable as aforesaid,’ and the shares could not 
become payable until after the death of the mother, who 
was the tenant for life, the shares of the two children who 
had died before their mother without issue had gone over to. 
the other two. Fry, J., held that the shares had vested. 
on the children attaining twenty-one. He said he should 
be inclined to give the word “ payable” its natural 
meaning, but there were authorities for holding that it 
might be construed differently, and there were indications. 
in the will which led to the inference that it was not to 
be read literally. The words were “ payable. as afore. 
said,” and in the direction to pay the words were, ‘‘ as and 
when they shall attain twenty-one.” Then the power of 
maintenance and advancement was confined to the minori- 
ties of the children. Again, the ultimate gift over was in the 
event of all the children dying under twenty-one. The 
inference was that the first gift over was intended to apply 
to a state of circumstances similar to that to which the 
second was to apply. On the whole, he thought the words 
“ payable as aforesaid ” must be read as meaning “ attain- 
ing twenty-one.’’—Soxicitors, Pattison, Wigg, & Co.; 
Tucker & Lake ; Beale, Marigold, & Co. 


Executor — Retainer — EquitasBie Assets—3 & 4 
Wut. 4, c. 104.—In a case of Walters v. Walters, before 
Fry, J., on the 16th inst., a question arose as to an executor’s 
right of retainer. The suit was brought for the administra- 
tion of the real and personal estate of a testator, who died in 
the year 1865, and a decree for administration was made in 
1866. His personal estate was insufficient for the payment 
of bis debts, and his real estate was sold, and the proceeds of 
sale brought into court. The personal estate realized 
£43,000. . The specialty debts amounted to £51,000. The 
simple contract debts amounted to £66,000. In August, 
1876, there were in court a sum of £17,000, arising from 
personal estate, and a sum of £40,000 which had arisen from 
the sale of real estate, and an order was then made that the 
£17,000, and so much of the £40,000 as should be necessary, 
should be applied paying the specialty debts, and this was. 
done. Further sums were afterwards realized, both from 
panes estate and from the sale of real estate, and were 

rought into court, and when the cause came on for further 
consideration there was a sum of over £20,000 in court, 
which was made up of those further sume, and of the residue 
of the £40,000 after the payment of the specialty debts had 
been made, but there was not enough to pay the simple con- 
tract debts in full. The executor of the testator claimed, by 
virtue of bis right of retainer, to be paid, in priority to the 
other simple contract creditors, a simple contract debt which 
the testator owed him. Fry, J., held that this claim could not 
be sustained. He said that the specialty debts had been, 
in fact, paid out of two funds—persunal estate, which 
was legal assets, and real estate, which were made 
assets by the Act 8 & 4 Will. 4, oc. 104. The execu- 
tor’s right of retainer applied only to legal assets, and it was 
aright inter pares—as against creditors in the same degree— 
and extended no further. If the personal estate had been 
— in the first instance in payment of tho specialty 
debts, the executor could never have succeeded in asserting 
his right of retainer. If he could assert it now, it must be 
by reason of the accident that the specialty debts had been. 
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: paid io part out of the proceeds of real estate. For several 


reasons there could be no right of retainer as to the proceeds 
of real estate. In the first place, the Act made real estate 
assets in equity, and in equity there never was any right of 
retainer. Again, the right applied, ex mecessitate, only 
to what came into the hands of the. executor, and 
real assets did not come into his hands, Farther, the 
right arose out of the execntor’g incapacity to sue 
for his debt by reason of his being executor, and he never 
could have sued, if he had not been executor, in respect of 
the real assets under the Act. The mere accident of the 
payment of the specialty debts partly out of the real assets 
could not alter the rights of the parties, and the executor 


‘was bound, more than anyone else, by the rule that legal 


assets ought first to be applied in the payment of debts. 
The order of August, 1876, proceeded upon the right of the 
specialty creditors to be paid out of any assets which were 
available, and could not have been intended to enlarge the 
executor’s right of retainer. The specialty debts having ex- 
hausted the legal assets, and the executor having no right of 
retainer against the equitable assets, there was no fund 
against which his right existed, and the claim must be dis- 
allowed. —Soutcrrors, Currie, Williams, & Williams ; 
Geare d: Son; Webb, Stock, § Burt; Stibbard, Gibson, & Co. 





CASES BEFORE THE BANKRUPTCY 
REGISTRARS. 
(Before Mr. Recistrar Murray, acting as Chief Judge.) 

April 9; May 7.—Zz parte The Trustee, Re Clarke. 

A company granted a lease of certain premises to H. 

H. assigned the lease to C., and C, mortgaged the'lease by 
" of underlease to T., H., & Co. 

. having presented a petition for liquidation, H. gave notice 
to the trustee under liquidation, pursuant to section 24 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, requiring him to decide whether he would dis- 
claim or not. 

Held, upon an application being made for the purpose, that 
C.’s trustee was entitled to leave to disclaim the premises. 

This was an application by the trustee under the liqui- 
dation of Richard Clarke, jun:., for leave to disclaim the 
debtor’s interest in certain leasehold property, under the 
Rules of 1871. 

The original lease, dated the 2nd of December, 1875, 
was granted by the East and West India Dock Company 
to one Hill, for twenty-one years, at a rent of £300 a year. 
On the same day Hil] assigned the lease to the debtor by 
a deed containing the usual covenants of indemnity by 
the debtor. 

On the following day, December: 3, the debtor mort- 
gaged the lease by way of underlease to Messrs. Truman, 
Hanbury, & Co. for the whole term, wanting three days. 
The original lessee, Hill, having given notice to disclaim, 
under the 24th section of the Bankruptcy Act, the trustee 
made the present application. 

Clarkson (solicitor), in support of the application. 

Latham, for the lessors, opposed the application, on the 
ground that, looking at the words of the 23rd section, that 
where the property was “a lease,” it should bedeemed to 
have been surrendered at the date of the ‘‘ order of adjudi- 
cation,’ they would be deprived of their remedies against 
the original lessee, Hill. We are willing to give an 
undertaking not to sue the trustee, or make any claim 
against the debtor's estate. 

Whitting (solicitor), for the mortgagees, also opposed, 
on the ground that, by the disclaimer, their sub-lease 
would be destroyed, 

MeSweeney, for Hill. 

Clarkson, in reply. 

The following authorities were cited:—Smyth v. North, 
20 W. R. 242, L, R. 7 Mx. 242; Re Wilson, 20 W. R. 368, 
L. R. 13 Eq, 126; Reed v. Harvey, 28 W. R. 423; Smailey 
v. Hardinge, 29 W. R. 654; Ex parte Buxton, Re Muller, 
29 W. R. 28, L. R, 15 Ch. D, 289; Ex parte Brook, L. R. 
10 Ch, 100, 

A portion. of the article, ‘The Effect of Disolaimer 
upon an Underlease,” 26 Soxicitors’ Jovrnan, 423, was 
also read to the court, Cur, adv, eult. 

May 7.—Mr. Ruawrrar Murray :—Before disposing of 
this case I was hoping that the recent case of Smalley v. 
Hardinge, before the Court of Appeal, might have been 





reported, so that I might have seen how their lordships 
had dealt with it in their judgments. But, as it cannot 
now be reported for another month, I will no longer delay 
my decision. I am of opinion that neither of the objec- 
tions is sufficient to induce the court to refuse the leave 
asked for by the trustee. As regards the lessors I intimated, 
during the argument, that in view of the decision of the 
Court of Exchequer in the case of Smyth v. North, I should 
find considerable difficulty in giving weight to the objec- 
tion. I remain of the same opinion. If the point had 
been res integra, and unaffected by authority, it would have 
been my duty to have given it the fullest consideration, and 
to have propounded my own views in my Own way upon 
the construction which ought reasonably to be put upon 
the section. But I am absolved from any such necessity, 
because I entirely concur in the construction given to that 
section in the case of Smyth v. North by thetwo learned judges, 
Barons Martin and Pigott. In expressing this concurrence 
I do so in all humility, having regard to the dissent and 
opinion in that case of Lord Justice Bramwell, and to the 
very strong terms in which that opinion was couched. 
But, it is to be observed, that that case was decided nine 
years ago, and that, while numerous cases have since arisen 
in this court in which the court has given leave to trustees 
to disclaim under similar circumstances—some of them to 
my own knowledge cases in which Lord Justice Bramwell’s 
remarks in Smyth v. North have been strongly urged against 
leave to disclaim being given—the point, so far as I know, 
has never come before the Cuurt of Appeal, and not a single 
authority has been produced by Mr. Latham which in any 
way militates against that decision. Ido not forget that 
the dock company offered by their counsel to give an under- 
taking not to sue the trustee, or make any claim , 
the debtor’s estate, as a mode of meeting the alleged diffi- 
culty. But, unless the difficulty is one which would 
lead to manifest injustice, would the court be justified 
in refusing leave to the trustee to exercise a right given to 
him by the Act, and in forcing upon him an undertaki 
which he is not inclined to accept? He desires to have 
the benefit of a disslaimer, and none the less because 
notice has been served on him by his assignor. I am of 
opinion that the exercise of such a discretion by the court 
would be inconvenient andimproper. Thessme observation 
applies to the objection of the under-lessees, who desire that 
the court will only give leave to the trustee to disclaim the 
equity of redemption, and they refer me to a case of Re 
Wilson, in which the learned Chief Judge made such an 
order under what is said to have been precisely similar cir- 
cumstances. That case is very short and | will refer to it. 
[The case and judgment were read.] It is quite clear thas 
the particular form of order was in that case so framed, not 
at the instance of Pound, the mortgagee, who was quite 
willing that the trustee should disclaim generally, but at 
the instance of Simmons, the lessor, for whom Mr. Montagu 
appeared, and who probably was seized with the same kind 
of alarm which has operated upon the dock company in this 
case, What Mr. Montagu’s arguments were the reporter does 
not tell us, but looking to the undertaking by which the order 
is prefaced they were most probably of a similar kind. Be 
that as it may, I only regard this case as an authority for the 
proposition laid down in the head-note. [The head-note was 
read], There is nothing in the observations of the Chief 
Judge to guide me as to the grounds of his decision. His 
observations are very short, and I will read them. [His 
Honour read then]. At that time, moreover, the case of 
Smyth v. North had not been heard, or the Chief Judge 
might have decided differently. I pass from this case to 
Smalley v. Hardinge. No doubt, if the law laid down by 
Mr. Justice Mathew had been affirmed on appeal, it would 
have afforded good ground for the sub-lessees endeavouring 
to intercept the disclaimer, and for their urging upon the 
court some mode of assisting them out of the difficulty. 
But that decision having been overraled, and the 
Court of Appeal baving, as I understand, decided that 
the under-lessee’s right under suchjcireumstances remains 
intact, notwithstanding disclaimer by the trustee, any 
difficulty of that sort is removed. I see mo ground for re- 
fusing the application of the trustee. 

In regard to the question as to how far the court would 
be justified in limiting or interfering with the trustee's 
statutory right to disclaim under the discretion 
to be given by the Rule of 1871, I would refer to the case 
of Reed v, Harvey, and to the observations of Lord Justice 
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Lash in bis judgment as to whether that rule could operate 
to control the Act, or whether, to that extent, it would 
not be held to be ultra vires. The rule is, aa his lordship 
Says, arule as between the trustee and the court, and one 
might add also the creditors and the bankrupt’s estate. 

Upon the whole, the order I propose to make is this. It 
is in the form which was very carefully settled some years 
ago, and it bas not only been acted on by myself, but as 
I understand universally by all the registrars. The 
form of the order will be this. It will recite the 
lease ; it will recite the assignment to Hill; it will recite 
the under-lease made by the debtor to the mortgagees, 
and it will recite the resolution, and the appointment of 
trustee, and, following the words of the statute, it will 
recite that, whereas part of the property of the debtor 
acquired by the trustee consists of the hereditaments com- 
prised in the said indenture of lease, subject nevertheless 
to the indenture of under-lease and mortgage hereinbefore 
recited, and whereas the trustee has applied for leave to 
disclaim such property: Now upon hearing, &c., it will 
be ordered that the trustee have leave to disclaim such 
property. 

Application granted. 

Solicitors for the trustee, Rodgers d: Clarisen. 

Solicitors for the East and West India Dock Company, 
Freshfields & Newman. 

Solicitors for the mortgagees, Bevan & Whitting. 

Solicitor for Hill, Soames. 





SOLICITORS’ CASES. 

Ciry oF Lonpos Court. 
(Before Mr. Comatissroner Kerr.) 

May 17.—Gilbert v. Terry. 


Terry, solicitor, applied for an order for a new trial in 
this case. He said it was an action brought against himself 
by Mr. Gilbert, surveyor, of Old Jewry-chambers, and tried 
before his Honour and a jury, in which the plaintiff claimed 
compensation for attending a trial at Westminster, and giving 
evidence as a surveyor on behalf of his (Mr. Terry’s) client. 
The jury found a verdict for Mr. Gilbert, and gave him 
three guineas; buf he (Mr. Terry) submitted that the verdict 
was against the weight of evidence, that it was perverse, 
and contrary to the direction of his Honour. ‘There was 
nothing said by the plaintiff to make him (Mr. Terry) 
personally liable, and it was held that a solicitor could 
not be held liable for the costs of a witness unless it 
could be shown he went out of his way to secure attend- 
ance, Assuming that he was liable, he submitted the 
damages were excessive. A guinea was the utmost sum 
allowed tossurveyor gving evidence at a trial, and he 
contended that Mr. Gilbert wonld not be allowed three 
guiness in any court. He (Mr. Terry) had been forty 
years in i and never had an application like 
the present before, but he considered there was an 
important professional principle involved, and upon 
oe 4 grounds he hoped his Honour would grant a new 


His Honxoce said the plaintiff swore that the defendant 
went to him and wid him be (Mr. Terry) wanted him to 
give evidence on behalf of his client, and the jary believed 
that the defendant was unwise enough to say a word on 
bie own responsibility, and #0 found against him. If the 
two parties were agreed upon the evidence, he (the learned 
commissioner) would grant # new trial. He could not say 
that be agreed with the amount awarded, but he woald 
00% disturb the verdict for that. 

Application refused, wth costa.—City Press, 





SOCIETIES. 
SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 
The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of 
this sesceistion was held at the Law Institution, Chancery- 
lene, London, on Wednesday, May 11, the following 
Oreos beng present >—Messrs. Hickman (in the chair), 
Asher Glorwich), Brook, Hedger, Janson, Kays, Penning. 











tars). A sum of £193 was distributed in grants of relief 
among eight necessitous widows and families of solicitors; 
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ten gentlemen were admitted members of the association, 
and other general business transacted. , 








Abbott, C. T. 
Alms, E. T. 
Barber, Fras. 


Bell, Arthur 

Bere, J. H. 

Birch, F. J. P. 
Blackbarne, S. 8. 
Blackburne, T, B. 
Bode, W. F. 
Borlase, A. C. 
Brock, G. E. 
Brocke, Walter 
Brown, H. J., B.A. 
Bulleid, G. L. 
Bunting, C. J. 
Burchell, W. W. 
Calvert, J. OC. 
Camm, Samuel 
Capes, F. S. 
Challinor, E. W. S. 
Clarke, A. W. 
Coe, R. B. 
Collingwood, A. H. 
Constantine, Arthur 
Cotton, W. J. 
Croker, Josias 
Crump, E. R. 
Carrey, H. E, 
Cusker, J. J. 
Dallimore, H. G. 
Danieil, R. A., B.A. 
Davies, Edward, B.A. 
Dennis, A. B. 
Denton, C. St. John 
Dickinson, George 
Douglas, R. K. V. 
Douglas, Thomas 
Down, T. L. 
Dowse, Robert 
Driver, J. B. 
Druce, J. A. 

Duke, Frederi:k 
Dancan, R. D. 
Dyall, George 
Eagleton, John 
Edelston, P. H. 
Edmonds, W. F. O. 
Edmondson, R, 
Edwards, C, J. 
Estill, John 

Eves, C. J. 

Farmer, J, H. 
Fernandes, G. W, L. 
Fisher, B, E. 
Gardner, James, jan. 
Geach, W.L. 
Geary, A. BR, O. 
Goold, C. A. 

Gould, H. W. 
Gray, H. G, 

Hall, John 
Hardcastle, J, N. 
Hearn, T. KR, 
Henderson, G, O, 
Hilton, 8. O. 
Hodgson, Arthur 
Hodson, J, 





on, Lencot, Vows, Waiters, and Woolbert, Mr. Kifle (secre- 


Hope, 0, Xi. 


Barres, H. H. H., LL.B. 


LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Fina ExAMINATION. 


A list of those gentlemen who passed the Final Examina- 
tion, held on the 26th and 27th of April last :— 


Hordern, John 
Hutchinson, Frank 
Jackson, J. T. 
Jennings, G. C. H. 
Johnson, H, W. 
Jones, Lemuel 
Knott, E. F, 
Lacy, R. H. 
Laidler, F. B. 
Lamond, A. W. 
Lander, J. V. T., B.A. 
Lawrence, E. J. 
Lee, F. H., B.A, 
Leonard, V. E. 
Lewis, A. 8, 
Lowe, E. A. E. 
Lowe, H. C, 
Malkim, James 
Martin, F. W. 
Mason, R. W. 
Maughan, Hugh 
May, H. B. O, 
Mayo, P. W. 
Meadows, D. P. 
Millar, J. M. 
Milne, Oswald 
Milne, Wilfrid 
Morgan, G. H. 
Moxon, James 
Neill, Archibald 
Norwood, Charles 
Oakey, George 
O'Connor, A. J. 
O'Kelly, T. C, 
Oldtield, H. R., LL.B. 
Oliver, A. J. 
Palmer, G. A, 
Pattinson, A. T. 
Pawson, J. H, 
Penrose, J, O. 
Pickering, Atkinson, jun. 
Pitman, A. G, 
Porter, P. E. B. 
Prall, G. W. 
Preston, F. 8. 
Procter, Richard 
Pryce, J, D, 
Quiggin, E. S, 
Raby, Samuel 
Raley, W. E. 
Richards, T, M., LL.B. 
Robey, P. J. 
tobinson, F, W. 
Rogers, W.8., M.A., LL.M. 
Roscoe, W. M, 
Rose, F. P. 
Salt, H. F. G. 
Sargeant, Albort 
Sheldon, A. 8, 
Shum, Sydne 
Shute, Gay, fun 
Simmons, 5. M,, B.A. 
Simpson,O, E, T, 
Smith, A. C. K. 
Solomon, G. HB. 
Staepoole, William 
Swinburne, William 
Sy kon ¥, Jamon 
atham, L, Jy B.A. 
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Templeton, M. Weldon, A. W. Connsel in 1865, and a bencher of the King’s Inns in 
Thompson, W. H. Welford, G. L. 1877. He is a Commissioner of National Education for 
Turner, Alan Wilkinson, B. G., jun. Ireland. 

Tuttell, T. J. F. Wilkinson, Thomas Mr. Joun Jonzs, solicitor, of Cardiff and Pontypridd, 
Tweedale, J. W. Williams, Edwin, B.A. has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths 

Uttley, J. F. Williams, F. W. in the Supreme Conrt of Judicature. 


Williams, Rees W, 
Wills, G. T. 

Woods, H. T., B.A. 
Yearsley, Samuel, jun. 


Uttley, Thomas F. 
Veale, E. W., LL.B. 
Wade, G. E. 
Wannop, E. B. 





LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


_ Tuesday, May 17.—Mr. Bower in the chair,—Mr. F. §S, 
Randolph was elected a member. The question for dis- 
cussion was, ‘*That the policy of the Government in 
South African affairs has not been worthy of approval.” 
The debate was opened by Mr. Lloyd Jones in support of 
the question, and a discussion followed, in which Messrs. 
Hutton and Ellis spoke in favour of, and Messrs. Wright, 
Chater, Reed, Radford, and Napier spoke against, the ques- 
tion. Mr. Lloyd Jones having replied, the question was de- 
cided in the negative by a majority of one vote. 





UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held on the 18th inst. at 
Clement’s-inn, Mr. W. Dowson in the chair. The motion 
on the paper, ‘*That free trade without reciprocity is in- 
jurious to the country which adopts it,’ was brought 
forward by Mr. J. W. Phillips, who was supported by 
Messrs. Mott-Whitehouse, and Kains-Jackson, and opposed 
by Messrs. Robinson, Beaumoot-Morice, and Leadam. 
The opener replied, and upon a division the motion was 
lost by a majority of seven votes. 





MANCHESTER LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of the above society (the first of the summer 
session) was held on Tuesday evening, 10th inst., at the Law 
Library, Cross-street, Manchester, with R. M. Pankhurst, 
Esq., UL.D., in the chair. The following was the subject 
for discussion: * Ought education in Board Schools to be 
confined to elementary subjects?’”’ Messrs. Welsh, Coward, 
Butcher, and Peacock argued on the affirmative side of the 
question, and Messrs. T, Price, Law, Abell, and Humphreys 
supported the negative. Mr. Walsh having replied, the 
chairman delivered a very instructive address on the sub- 
ject, and the question was decided in the affirmative by 
& majority of two votes. A vote of thanks to the chairman 
concluded the proceedings. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr, Cuarves Isaacson Braker, solicitor (of the firm of 
Russell & Blaker), of Leamington, has been elected Clerk to 
the Leamington School Board. Mr, Blaker was admitted a 
Solicitor in 1873, 

Mr, Tuomas Couns, barrister, who has been elected 
M.P. forthe Borough of Knaresborough in the Conservative 
interest, is the son of the Rev. Thomas Collins, of Knares- 
borough, and was born in 1825, He was educated at the 
Charterhouse and at Wadham College, Oxford, where he 
graduated second class in classics in 1847, He was called to 
the bar at the Inner Temple in Easter Term, 1849, and he 
was formerly a member of the Northern Cirouit., Mr. Collins 
was first elected M.P. for Kuaresborough in 1851, but he was 
unsuccessful at the general election in the following year. 
He again held the seat from 1857 till 1865, and from °1868 
till 1874 he was M.P. for Boston, He is a magistrate and 
deputy-lieutenant for the West Riding of Yorkshire. 

The Right Hon, Sir Ricuarp Covcu, and Mr, Witutam 
on Q.C., have been elected Benchers of the Middle 

emple, 

Mr, Joun O'Hagan, Q.0., has been appointed third 
Berjeant-at-Law in Ireland, in succession to Mr, Davis 
Unulfield Heron, deceased. Mr. Sorjonnt O'Hagan ia the 
nephew and son-in-law of the Right Hon. Lord O'Hagan, 
Ho was called to the bar at Dublin in 1845, and is a 
He became a Queen's 


Mr. ALFRED TristRAM LAWRENCE, barrister, has been 
appointed a Magistrate for Monmouthshire. Mr. Lawrence 
was educated at Trivity Hall, Cambridge, where he 
graduated in the first class of the Law Tripos in 1866. 
He was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Hilary 
Term, 1869, and he isa member of the Oxford Circuit. 
He recently acted as a Commissioner to inquire into the 
existence of Corrupt Practices in the city of Chester. 

Mr, CHARLES ORLEANS Lioyn, solicitor, of 10, Gray’s- 
inn-square, has been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner 
for taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women 
for the Counties of Middlesex and Surrey, and the Cities of 
London and Westminster. . 

Mr, Joun Lovcn, solicitor, of Langport, has been 
elected Clerk to the Langport Board of Guardians, Assess- 
ment Committee, and Rural Sanitary Authority, in suc- 
cession to Mr. Horatio Frederick Foulger Warren, 
deceased. Mr. Louch was admitted a solicitor in 1847, 
and he is clerk to the Langport Highway Board and to 
the Langport and Kingsbury S:hool Boards, 

Mr. WatTer Henry Macnamara, barrister, has been ap- 
pointed by the Attorney-General to be Prosecuting Counsel 
for the Mint at the Wolverhampton, Lichheld, Hanley, and 
Newcastle-under-Lyme Quarter Sessions. Mr. Macnamara 
is the son ofthe late Mr. Henry Macnamara, who was suc- 
cessively a county court judge anda railway commissioner. 
He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 
1871, and he isa member of the Oxford Circuit. 

Mr. Witt1am Mors, solicitor, of 1, South-square, Gray’s- 
inv, has been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for 
taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married 
Women for the Counties of Middlesex and Kent, and the 
Cities of London and Westminster. 

Mr. Forp Norts, Q.C., and Mr. Freperick Cuilates 
James Mittar, Q.C., have been elected Benchers of the 
Inner Temple. 5 

Mr. Wittram Hoxtanp Sracey, solicitor, of Sheffield, 
has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in 
the Supreme Court of Judicature. 





PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED AND NEW 
PARTNERSHIPS. 

Mr. Joun Nicwotts, solicitor, of 73, Gresham-street, 
London, on the 14th of May, 18S1, took into partnership 
Mr. Joun Howarp Grant, and the practice will in fature 
be carried on under the style of ‘‘ John Nicholls & Grant.” 

Henry Coxprcort, Watter Canning, and Henry 
Starkey oxiprcorr (Coldicott, Canning, & Coldiecott), 
solicitors, Dudley and Birmingham. March 25. So far as 
regards the said Walter Canning, who retires, 

{Gezette, May 13, 1881.] 





COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jornt Srock Companrss. 
LIMrrep UN CHAN COREY. 
Garween State Company, Loirren,—Petition for winding e 
sented May 12, directed to be heard before Hall, V.C,, on May Ww. 
Gregory, Roweliffe, and Co, Bedford row, agent for Davies, Dol- 
gelly, solicitor for the petitioners ; 
Sovrm Yorxsurms Axaaten Wares Company, Loceren,—Creditors 
are required, on or before June 1, to send their names and ad. 
dresses and the partioulars of their debts or claims, to Mr Pred 
Carter, 1, Cloth Halt st, Huddersfield June 3 at 1) is appointed 
for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 
Scorrian Prreousum (Company, Leuaresp.—Petition for Winding 
up presented May 11, directed to be heard before Hall, V0, on 
ay 27. Carter, Old Jewry chbnrs, solicitor for the petioners 
Garette, May 13.) 
Grocers’ Soctrty, Lorrerp.—Creditors, are required, on or before 
June 14, to send their names and addresses and the partioulans of 
thoir debta or claims to Arthur James Hil, Finsbury oireas, Daly 
1 at 12 ia appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debta 


and claima t May 17 


», Fre- 
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Untrmirep rv CHANCERY. 

Hotty Hovst Frrrxotp Lanp Socrery.—The M.R. has, by an 
order, dated April 20, appointed John Armstead, St Peter’s close, 
Sheffield, to be official liquidator , 

{@azette, May 13.] 


County PataTiIng oF LANCASTER. 
Ascrort, Rosrnson, anp Witson, Lruirep.—Petition for winding 
up, presented May 10, directed to be heard before the V.C., 21, 
Old sq, Lincoln’sinn on May 23. Johnson, Liverpool, solicitor for 


the petitioner 
[ Gazette, May 13.] 


Frrienpty Socretres Dissotven. 
CaRrRvVILLE Frrenpiy Socrery, Grange Inn, Carrville, Durham. 


iameepe Loner, INDEPENDENT ORDER OF THE GOLDEN FLEECE, 
Rose and Crown Inn, Westgate, Bradford. May 10 
Non-Commisstonep Orricers’ Fungrat Society, Royal Marine 
Barracks, Chatham. May 10 
(Gazette, May 13.] 
Unitep Brotusers or MaryLEBone Benerit Socrery, Star Coffee 
Tavern, Wigmore st. May 12 
[ Gazette, May 17. 








OBITUARY. 


MR, ROBERT THOMAS HEAD. 


Mr. Robert Thomas Head, solicitor, of Exeter, died at his 
residence, The Briars, Alpbington, on the 11th inst. Mr. 
Head was born in 1806, and was admitted a solicitor in 
1829. A few years later he settled at Exeter, where he 
carried on business until his death. He was formerly in 
partnership with Mr. Clement Henry Venn, and more re- 
cently (for a short time) with Mr. Bartholomew Charles 
Gidley, the present town clerk of Exeter. “Mr. Head had an 
extensive practice, and he was for many years solicitor to 
the West of England and South Wales Land Drainage and 
Inclosure Company, the Exeter Building Society, and the 
Exeter branch of the London Association for the Protection 
of Trade. He took an active part in municipal business. 
He had been three times mayor of Exeter, and he was at the 
time of his death an alderman for the city. Mr. Head had 
long been in bad health. His son, Mr. Robert William 
Heaj, solicitor, died only a few months ago, and more 
recently he had lost his wife. 





CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 


Betmoze, Jouy, Harlesdon, Gent. June 3. Woodgate v Belemore, 
M.R. Peace, Grocer’s hall ct, Poultry 

Brieut, Tuomas, East Stonehouse, Devon, Gent. 
v Luxon, M.R. Curteis, Stonehouse 

Car ieswortn, Sarasa Gommerrsatt, Clifton, Bristol. 
Brenan v Simes, Fry, J. Cartwright, Lothbury 

Hatiett, James, Swiss Cottage Tavern, St John’s wood, Licensed 
Victualler. -May 27. Hallett v Hicks, V.C. Bacon. Arnold, Wel- 
lington st, Strand 

Invinc, Jous, Maryport, Cumberland, Farmer. 
Mark, V.C. Hall, Tyson and Hobson, Maryport 

Isaac, Jouy, Highampton, Devon, Yeoman, June 10, 
Isaac, Fry, J. Fulford, North Tawton 

Jessor, Jony, Swineshead, Lincoln, Farmer. June 3. 
Groom, V.C. Hall. Staniland and Wigelsworth, Boston 

Jones, Mozcan, Llantwit juxta Neath, Glamorgan, Farmer. 
3. Jones v Thomas, V.C. Bacon. Scale, Neath 

Smita, Witt, Elvington, York, Farmer. May 25. Smith v Smith, 
V.C: Hall. Burland, South Cave, York 

Stoxes, Jony Mitsovrws, Clanricarde gardens, Bayswater, M.D. 
Oct 1, Stokes v DuCros, Fry, J, Henley, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Tuomas, Ricwarp Paice, Disserth, Radnor, Gent, June 11, Thomas 
v Thomas, Fry, J. Stephens, Presteign 

Wertugee.t, Joux Mippvetos, Darlington, Cab Proprietor. June 
3 reathead v Harrison, M.R. Hutchinson, Darlington 


3. & 

(Gazette, May 6.) 
rd, Karlacourt. June ls. Gregg v 
. Lydall, Southampton buildings, Chancery 


June 3, Blight 


June 13, 


Junel, Steele v 


Dennis v 
Bagg v 


June 


Banxen, Euan Axw, Longrid; 

Barker, V.C. Hall 
lane 

Crovex, Jous, Bradford, York, Woolstapler. 
Banking Company, Limited, v Craven, M.R. Hutton, Bradford 

I.peeton, Anne Many, Newcastle upon Tyne, May 31, Lderton 
v Izat, bry, J. Bruce, Bishop Auckland 

Laxeman, Jonw, Lantegios by Camelford, Wadebridge, Cornwall, 
Gent. June 6. Lakeman v Male, M.R, Dutton, Churton st, 
Pitnlico 

LARLHAM, Jawe Sanan, Gt Yarmouth, Lodging house Keeper, June 
Z%. Arnold v Boot, V.C. Bacon, Clowes, Gt Yarmouth 


June 7. Bradford 





Wess. Grores Henry, Bagshot, Surrey, Butcher. June 11. Webb 
v Webb, Fry, J. Lovegrove, Windsor 
[Gazette, May 10.) 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 25, 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


AspLanp, Atrrep, Dukinfield, Chester, Esq. June 30. Brooks an 
Co, Ashton-under-Lyne 

a mete Tomas, Liverpool, Fruiterer. June 26. Seaman, Liver. 
00 

Westn, Ex1zanetn, Dee st, Bromley. June ll. Chew, Leyton 

Gascoyng, CHaruxs, Chesterfield st, Mayfair, General in H.M.’s 
Army. June7. Tathams and Procter, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Hammond, James, Tipton, Stafford, Miming Surveyor. June 24, 
Round, Tipton 

Henery, Mary Ann Hancock, Arlington rd, Camden Town, June 
6. Indermaur and Co, Chancery lane 

Ho@an, Rev. Artuur Rixy, M.A., Wallington Vicarage, Oxford, 
July 1. Earle and Co, Manchester 

Houttanp, Peter, Church Coppenhall, Chester, Farmer. Aug6, 
Cooke, Crewe 

Hutron, Joun Cowarp, Blackburn, Lancaster, Cotton Manufac. 
turer. May 18. Wilkinson, Blackburn 

JAKEMAN, Harriett, Shirley, Warwick, Farmer. June 1. Beale 
and Groves, Birmingham 

Kerartianp, Samvet, Minerva terrace, Brixton rd, Ironmonger, 
May 31. Stoneham and Legge, Philpot lane 

Lays, Francis Fenwick, Linnholm, Southsea, Hants, Major in 
H.M.’s Army. June 30. Ovans and Co, Tooley st 

Lea, Cuarugs, Aden terrace, Stoke Newington, Coal Merchant, 
May 20. De Jersey and Co, Gresham st 

Mannine, Grorez, Melbourne, Victoria, Gold Digger. 
Gasquet and Metcalfe, Idol lane, Gt Tower st 

ManninG, Jonny, Madeira villas, Twickenham, Secretary. Augl, 
Gasquet and Metcalfe, Idol lane, Gt Tower st 

Marsa, Anng, Headingley, Leeds. Junel4, Ford and Warren, 
Leeds 

McKegowy, Tuomas, Tottenham, Retired Banker. 
field, Abchurch lane 
oxon, JosuHvua, Huddersfield, 
Huddersfield 

Mvnpy, James, Welford, Berks, Yeoman- Pinniger, 
Newbury 

Murrny, Josern, Lewisham, Kent, Porter. June 18. Martin, 
Dublin 

Nortn, Saran, Barnsbury grove, Islington. May 28,. Lane and 
Andrews, Essex st; Strand 

Pavatrano, Henry Leonrpas Hartiey per, Mancreifed, Boncarth, 
Cardigan, Gent. July 1. Fussell and Co, Bristol 

Powk.i, Epwarp Grirrita, Coedmawr, Carnarvon, Esq. 
Roberts and Thomas, Carnarvon 

Ricuarpson, WILLIAM, Scarborough, York, Gent. 
Scarborough 

Rosson, Wii114M, South Shields, Ship Surveyor. July1. 
and Duncan, South Shields 

Sarnspury, Mary Ann, Liverpool, 
Liverpool 

SHaysr, Georex, Bosbury, Hereford, Gent. 
and Sons, Ledbury 

Stork, Witu1am, Birkby, Huddersfield, Yarn Spinner. May 2. 
Pennington, Bolton 

Sypray, Cuaries Bowsr, Matlock, Derby, Gent. 
Matlock Bridge 

Tiney, Henrietta Harriett, Edgware rd, June 7. 
Son, Covent Garden 

Toriis, CHar.xs, Eastwood, Nottingham, Gent. 
and Wright, Nottingham 

Wuetpon, Tomas, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. 
Ansell, Birmingham 


Nov 1, 


June 7, Green 


Weaver. June 2 Moseley, 


June 24, 


June 18, 
June 1, Waitts,. 
Duncan 


June 6. Norris and Sons, 


June 24, Masefield 


June 1. Potter, 


Hughes and, 


July 1. Dowson 


June 8 


[ Gazette, May. 3.] 


Bovusrirtp, Mary Ann, Kendal, Westmoreland. Junell. Harrison 
and Milne, Kendal 

Bux, Guoresr, Nottingham, Gent. July 15. 

Crompton, Hannan MArGaret, Grove lane, Camberwell. 
Morris, Aldermanbury Postern 

Crows, Micnagy Josern, Ipswich, Suffolk, Superannyated Police 
Officer. May 14. Mills, Ipswich 

Etwes, Rosert Hamonp, Congham House, Norfolk, Esq. June6, 
Hamond, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Farrar, THomas, Chapelfield within Pilkington, Lancaster, Beer- 
house Keeper. May 30. Grundy and Son, Manchester 

Fo.ey, Francis Sterugen, Ridgway Oaks, Enfield, Collar Manu- 
facturer. June 13. Shearman, Gresham st 

Fyrrx, Exiza, Windsor rd, Holloway. June 4, 
Wardrobe pl, Doctor’s commons 

GoopMan, Ricuarp, Holloway rd, Grocer. 
and Byfield, Gracechurch st 

Hammonn, Wre1itam, Hunton, Kent, Miller, 
and Oo, Maidstone 

Hannuny, Reainavpy Groner, Portman sq, Esq. June 5, Walls and 
Co, Queen Victoria st 

James, Witttam, Oxford, Gent, 
Oxford 

Jowsry, Janz, Longhorsley, Northumberland, June 4, Middle- 
mas, Alnwick 

Lanaors, Henny Eowin, Warren st, Fitzroy sq. June 10, Easton, 
Clifford’s inn . 

Low#z, Ann, Ardwick, Manchester, July 1. Fox, Manchester 

Macirop, the Right Honourable Sir Jown Macewenson, K.C.8.L, 
Stanhope st. July 5. Maples and Co, Frederick’s pl, Old Jewry 

Martin, Sauan, Richmond, Surrey. Suhe 1, Hird, Newington 
causewa: 

Muaaw, jour Goran, Cannon st, Ksq, July 31, Chapple and 
Co, Carter lane 

Mooxs, Wisutam, Sunderland, Durham, Master Mariner, June 1t- 
Ellis and Boulton, Sunderland 


Speed, Nottingham 
June4, 


Newbon and Co, 
June 7, Houghtons 
June 24, Monckton 


July 1, Hazel and Baines, 
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OpzxsHaw, Rozsxrt, Sutton, Surrey, Esq. June 18, Stevenson 
and Co, Manchester 

Parnr, Wauter, Wallsall, Stafford, Wine Merchant. May 31. 
Barnes and Russell, Lichfield 

Pperxs, Bensamin, Birmingham, Cooper. July 30. Russell, Bir- 
mingham 

PowELL, Epwarp Grirrita, Coedmawr, Carnarvon, Esq. June 
1s. Roberts and Thomas, Carnarvon 

RamspDEN, ne Ivy Lodge, Twickenham, June 15, Farrar and 
Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Ricutry, Janz, Corbridge, Northumberland. July 1. Clayton 
and Gibson, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Suvm, FrepgEricx, Monewden, near Wickham Market, Suffolk 
Clerk in Holy Orders. June 15, Johnson and Master, Southamp, 
ton bldgs, Chancery lane 

Suita Harry, Norfolk crescent, Hyde park, Clerk in Holy Orders. 

. June 6. Tompson and Co, Stone bldgs, Lincoln’s inn 

SsitH, Henry Stooxs, Headingley, Leeds, Gent. June 20, Hors- 
fall and Latimer, Leeds 

Surrx, Jonny, Sheffield, Ivory Cutter. June 7. Ibbotson, Sheffield 

way Wittiam, Duffield, Derby, Farmer. June 3. Moody, 

erby 

SrrickLanD, RozeErt, Bristol, Retired Fishmonger, June 2. Gregory 
and Son, Bristol 

TarGetT, James Jonwson, Durrington, Wilts, Yeoman. June 18. 
Wilson and Sons, Salisbury 

Tartor, Jonny», Croxton Hall, Chester, Farmer. July 1, Bygott, 
Middlewich 

TvrnER, Mary Ann, East Grinstead, Sussex. May 31. Head and 
Sons, East Grinstead 

Unswortu, Mary, Liverpool. June 14, Whitley and Co, Liverpool 

Wetrorp, Rosert Sxtu# Atrrep, Newcastle upon Tyne, Gent. 
Clayton and Gibson, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Wricut, Samvurt, Wolverhampton, Innkeeper. July 1. Smith, 


Wolverhampton 
{ Gazette, May 6.] 


Baker, Witi1amM, Warwick st, Pimlico, Cheesemonger. June 20. 
Lawrence, Chancery lane 

Bareray, Mary Evizapetn, Airfield Grange Park, Ealing. June 21. 
Booty and Bayliffe, Raymond bldgs, Gray’s inn 

BrawaM, Isaac, Gorton, Lancaster, Gent. June 7. Slater and Co, 
Manchester , 

BroapBent, Amon Pratt, Liverpool, Gent. June 3. Bellringer 
and Cunliffe, Liverpool 

Carter, Abranam, West Tytherton, nr Chippenham, Wilts, Farmer. 
June 24. Keary and Co, Chippenham 

Cuurcn, Witi1AM, Biggleswade, Bedford, Brickmaker. 
Hunnybun and Sons, Huntingdon 

Ciraypon, Cuarurs, Shepherd’s Bush, Gent. June 20. Hadden 
and Co, Chancery lane 

Curr, Ann, Bowdon, Chester. June 13. 
Manchester 

Crowper, James PxcoLrEr, 
Wilson, Bedford row 

Doyatv, Owen, Nottingham. Gent. 
Nottingham 

DowninG, Epwarp Huan, Brighton, Sussex, Physician. June 11, 
Foster, Queen st place 

Epineton, Saran, Upper Montagu st, Montagu sq. 
and Co, Abchurch lane 

GarpriyeERr, Joun, Richmond, Surrey. June 10, Cam, Birmingham 

GittHamM, Tomas, Frimley, Surrey, Tailor, June 20, Lindsay 
and Co, Basinghall st 

Grant, Lavra Ann, Kingslandrd. July 5. Collings, Strand 

Harpwicke, Wriiutam, Hendon, M.D. Junels. Marchant, Fulham 
pl, Paddington 


June 7. 


Chapman and Co, 
June 16. 
Watson and Co, 


Ripley, Surrey, Gent. 


June 24, 


June 24, Surr 


Hirst, Tuomas, Huddersfield, Wool Merchant, June 15. Mills and 
Bibby, Huddersfield 
HoeeGarp, Grorer, Holbeck, Leeds, Tailor. June 4, Scott, Leeds 


Howxit, Tuomas Jossrn, Clifton, Bristol, Engineer. June 15. 
Smith, Nailsworth 

Jrearns, Epwarp, East Molesey, Surrey, Gent. 
Cheapside 

Jonxs, Joun, Mold, Flint, Farmer. June24. Kelly and Keene, Mold 

Mrenart, Cirment, Yellowspring, Ohio, North America, July 1. 
Watney and Co, Clement's lane 

Portis, Mare@arxt, Creaton, Northampton. 
and Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Ruoprs, Manon, Bradford, York, Silversmith. June30. Rhodes, 
Bradford 


June 24 Bullen, 


June 30. Cookson 


Sater, Cataerrms, Limpley Stoke, Wilts. June 6, Murly and 
Co, Bristol 
Smexp, Henry, Taukau, Auckland, New Zealand, Farmer. June 


10, Dutton, Throgmorton st 

Stacroots, Vatiens Ricnarp Comyn, Captain, Merchant Service. 
Aug 22, Wynne and Son, Lincoln's inn fields 

Strer, Ricnarp, Lucas pl, Commercial rd East, Tax Collector. 
June 12, Fleet, Hatton Garden 

Topp, Rev. Joun, Scorton, York. Ang 5. Hunton, Richmond 

Witxrysoy, Any, Burnby, York. June 30, Powell and Sargent, 
Pocklington 

Witxryson, Rongrt, Burnby, York, Farmer, Jurie30. Powelland 
Sargent, Pocklington 

Woxrr, Henry, Southampton, Gent. June24, Cottman, Blomfield 


st, Harrow rd , 
[ Gazette, May 10.] 


Bray, Mary, Lamesley. Durham, July 9. Kenmir, Gateshead 

Brivson, Henry, Dartmouth, Devon, Bleacher. Aug 1. Watkins 
and Son, Bolton 

Bunks, Janus St Georas, Aubories, nr Sudbury, Suffolk, Esq, Q.C. 
June 18, Remnant and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Canrwrient, Rev Witurm Henry, Wrington, [Somerset, M.A., 
Clerk, June 30, Perham, Bristol 

Cox, Jonarman, Sandridge, nr St Alban’s, Hertford, Farmer. 
June ons House, Clerkenwell 








Davenport, Isaac, Claverley, Salop, Gent. June 22. Flewker and 
Page, Wolverhampton 

Eaton, James, Birmingham, Brass Caster. June 24. Hawkes and 
Weekes, Birmingham 

a Exizasetu, Reading, Berks. June4, Beale and Martin,. 


4 
Etwyn, Jamss, Norwich, Baker. July 1. Miller and Co, Norwich 
Errs, ALEXANDER, Chilham, Kent, Builder. June 20. Furley, 
Canterbury e 
Favett, Ernest, Leeds, Cloth Merchant. June 30, Killick and Co, 
Bradford 


Gatton, THEoporE Howarp, Hadzor House, Worcester, Esq. 
July 1. Blount and Co, King st Cheapside 

Gayrer, THomas, Linton, Cambridge, Merchant, June 21. Ack- 
land and Son, Saffron Walden 

Grirrin, Mary Ann, Tring, Hertford. June 24. Vaisey, Tring 

GvEst, Joun, Hulme, Manchester. June 30. Partington and Allen, 
Manchester 

Haury, Tuomas, Redhill, Wrington, Somerset, June 24. -Symp-- 
son Whitty, Redhill 

Horcrart, Ricuarp, Wendover, Buckingham, Butcher. June 24. 
Vaisey, Tring 

JaRaczEwski, Count Mrgcistaw, Bennett st, Westminster. July 20. 
Fielder and Sumners, Godliman st. Doctors’ Commons 

Jonrs, Joun, Penderyn, Brecon, Tailor. June 6, Lloyd, Lam- 
peter 

J Jann. Mary Ann, Newport, Monmouth. Junel, ‘Jones, Philhar- 
monic chmbrs, Cardiff 

KENDALL, WALTER Witttam, Llandudno, Carnarvon, Clerk in Holy 
Orders. July 1. Young 2nd Co, St Mildred’s ct, Poultry 

LIVERSEED, JANE CoLtrnsoy, Ward st, Sunderland. June6. Ran- 
son and Nelson, Sunderland 

Lovett, Jonny, Birmingham, Clerk of Works. 
and Weekes, Birmingham 

Moreton-Dyer, KatHartne Evizisetn, Pembridgs villas, Bays- 
water. June 15. Reginald Malmesbury Moreton-Dyer, London 
rd, Forest Hill 

Morais, Jonny, Birmingham, Commercial Clerk, June 24. Hawkes 


and Weekes, Birmingham 

Morrison, Jouy, Scarborough, Gent. May 30. Woodall and 
Woodall, Scarborough 

Nerpuam, Josgrn, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick. June}24. Hawkes 
and Weekes, Birmingham 

Nortu, Rosert Eeeteston, Old Normanton, Derby, Railway Clerk. 
Junel. Potter, Derby 


June 24. Hawkes 


Parks, Josrpu, Harborne, Stafford, Hardware Factor. June 24. 
Hawkes and Weekes, Birmingham ; 
Pearson, Cuartorre Aveusta, Sidney st, Chelsea. June 21. 


Gold and Son, Southampton bldgs, Chancery lane 

Pearson, Henry, Harrington st, Hampstead rd, Artist. July 1. 
Winter and Francis, Norwich 

Perry, Rev Witt1aAM Parker, Stadhampton, Oxford, Clerk. June 
15. Freeman and Bothamley, Queen st 

Pickuxs, ELizaBetu, High rd, Well, Halifax. June 10. Edwards 
Hill, Harrison rd 

Porn, FREDERICK, St Mary’s terrace, Paddingion, Retired Licensed 


Victualler. June 14. Stubbs, John st, Bedford row. a 
Satrer, Rossrt, Harwich, Essex, Carpenter, June 2. Elijah 


Race, Harwich 

Vers, Jonny, Carlton upon Trent, Notts, Esq, J.P. 
Wordsworth and Co, Threadneedle st 

WoopsrivGk, JosEPx, Balsall Heath, Worcester, Coach Mater. 
June 24. Hawkes and Weekes, Birmingham 

Wrieut, Ricuarp Arxiysoy, Tockwith, York, Farmer. June 10, 


Russell, Lenda) York 
(Gazette, May 13.] 


June 24, 





—— 


LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK, 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
MAY 12.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

Private Brtts.—Barry Port and North-Western Janc- 
tion Railway, Eastbourne Water, Elham Valley Light 
Railway, Beverley Water. 

Stolen Goods, Elementary Education Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London), Elementary Education Provisional 
Order Confirmation (Clay Lane). 


’ BILL IN COMMITTEE, 
Inland Revenue Buildings. 


MAY 13.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME, 

Privare Bits —West Lancashire Railway, Watford: 
and Rickmansworth Railway, Swansea Corporation Loans, 
London and North-Western avd Midland Railways (Market 
Harborough, &c.), St. Helen’s and District Tramways, 
Gosport-street Tramways (Extensions), Goole aud Districs 
Gas and Water, Burton-upon-Trent (Station-street Exten 
sion) Railway, Alnwick Gas, North British Railway 
(General Powers), Milford Haven Dock and Railway, 
Leicester Improvement, Lancashire Coanty Jastice, 
Cleator Moor Local Board, Aylesbury and Rickmansworth 
Railway. 

Local Government Provisional Orders (Bath, &e.), Looat 
Government (Highways) Provisional Order (York), Local 
Government Provisional Order (Poor Law). 
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BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

PrivaTeE Brits.—Fylde Water, London and Blackwall 
‘Railway, Metropolitan and District Railways (City Lines 
and Extensions), Hexham Gas. 

Inland Revenue Buildings. é 

MAY 16.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

Private Biits.—Leeds Tramways, Cheltenham Corpora- 


Aion Water. 
BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private Bitt.—Richmond Gas. 
MAY 17.—BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 
Local Government Provisional Orders (Bath, &c.), Local 
Government (Highways) Provisional Order (York). 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private Bits. — Coventry Canal Navigation, Tyne 
.Tmprovement. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


MAY 12.-BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 

Bill to amend the Law relating to the Rezulating of 
‘Parliamentary Voters, and to enlarge the Rights of 
Borough Voters in England and Wales (Mr. Boord). 

MAY 13.—BILL IN COMMITTEE. 

Newspapers (Law of Libel). 

BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
PrivaTE Bitt.—Uxbridge and Rickmansworth Railway. 
MAY 16.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 

PrivaTE Bitt.—Banbary and Cheltenham Direct Rail- 
away. 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Bitts.—Crystal Palace Company, Great Eastern 
Railway, North Level and Nere Onatfall, Oxford Police, 
‘South-Eastern Railway. 

BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 

Bill to amend the Law relating to Patronage, Simony, 
and Exchange of Benefices in the Church of England (Mr. 
Stanhope). . 

MAY 17.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

Land Drainage Provisional Orders, Local Government 
~Provisional Orders (Halifax, &c). 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Bitts.—Brighton and Dyke Railway, Cheshire 
Lines Committee, Railway Passengers Assurance Company, 
‘Stalybridge Extension and Improvement. 

MAY 18.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 

Private Bitt.—Staines and West Drayton Railway. 

BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 

Bill to abolish the Power of Imprisonment for Debt by 

Zaferior Courts (Mr. Bass). 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court or 
Date. APPEAL.  — ¥. C, Bacon. 
Monday, May 23Mr.Jackson Mr.Latham Mr. Pemberton 
Tuesday ...... 24 Cobby Leach Ward 
Wednesday.... 25 Jackson Latham Pemberton 
Thursday .... 26 Cobby Leach ar 
Friday........ 27 Jackson Latham Pemberton 
Satarday...... 28 Cobby Leach Ward 
‘ Mr. Justica Mr. Justice 
V. C. Hatt, ar, Say. 
Monday, May 23Mr. Teesdale Mr. Koe Mr. King 
Tuesday ...... 24 ‘arrer Clowes Merivale 
Wednesday.,.. 25 Teesdale Koe King 
Thursday .... 26 Farrer Clowes Merivale 
Friday...,.... 27 Teesdale Koe King 
Saturday...... 28 Farrer Clowes Merivale 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Sitrinas ar N1s1 Patus, 

No action will be tried at Westminster during the present 
sittings after Saturday, the 21st inst. Six courts will sit in 
London at the Guildhall for the trial of actions on Monday 
next, the 24rd inet., and thence to the end of the sittings. 


\ 
22b Same (Same) v Bonus (Same) 





———— 
LONDON.—EASTER SITLING, 1881. 

This list contains all actions entered in the Queen's Bench Diyj. 
sion, in which notice of trial has been given ; and also all actions in 
the Chancery Division, in which notice has been given of trial be. 
fore a judge and jury, up to and including May 23, 1881, 

The actions which have been entered but for various reasons are 
at present not ready for trial are omitted from this list. Such of 
them as become ready during the present sitting will be inserted ag 
nearly as possible in their original positions. 

LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL. 
1 Grain Roberts and Co (Mercer and M) v Horn (Hollams, Son 
an 8J 
2 Brandt and Co (Hollams, Son and C) v Parker and Co (Mercer 
and M) 8J 
3 Kekule (Same) v Gregory and Co (Plews, land H) SJ 
4 Baring (Markby, 8 and Co) v Drummond (Hollams, Son and Q} 
5 Watson (Wild, B and W) v Lord Dorchester (Lumley and L) 
6 Dressel (W Eley) v Seifert (Goldberg and L) 
7 Bremner (Lewis Davis) v Argent (Lovett and Co) 
8 Corbin (Gard, C and H) v Fowis (Combe and W) 
9 Pilditch (L C W Godden) v Dimbleby (Smith, Davies and Co) 
10 Cooper (‘T Cooper and Co) v McIlwraith and anr (Ingledew and 


11 Anderson (G and W Webb) v Brockelbank Shipping Co, limd 
(Kisch, Son and H) 
12 Wingrove (Hilleary and T) v Tubbs and Lewis (Chappell, W and 


Co) 8 
13 Sutton (Dalton and Jessett) v Great Eastern Ry Co (C A Cur. 


wood) 

14 — Bros (Mercer and M) v D G Asser and Co (WR 

1ilp 

15 peer ng (Lowless and Co) v Norrington and Co (F Needham) 
stayed 

16 Dyball (TG Bullen) v Campbell (Lewinand Co) 8J 

17 Gladstone (Simpson and C) v Broads, Patterson and May (Link. 
laters) SJ 

18 Thompson (J Rae) v Hall (Carr, Son and T) 

19 Cropper (F Needham) v Salisbury (H H Ede) 

20 Hoare and anr (Hyde, I’ and M) v Hindley (W A Downing) 
Stayed SJ 

21 Wait (Nash and F) v Fabrice (J Hill) 

22 Capital and Counties Bank ld (Robins and Son) v Local Board 
for the District of Ventnor, Isle of Wight (Clarke, R and () 
SJ 


22a Pitman and anr (Lyne and H) v Universal Marine Insce Co 
(Hollams, SonandC) 8J 
SJ 
23 Fosters Parcels Co (Lovell, Son and P) v Sutton (Armstrong and 
SJ 


L) 8 

24 Capital and Counties Bank, ld (Robins and, Son) v Coghill 
(Clarke, Rand C) SJ 

25 Paddington Land and Building Society, limd (A E Francis) vT 
and J Satchwell (TO Dear) 

26 Laws and ors (C F B Birchall) v Berridge (Willoughby and C) 

27 Same (Same) v Same (Same) t 

28 De Mattos (Elmslie, F and 8S) v Batch (TM Jenkins) SJ 

29 Wiikie (TO Dear) v Spence (C C Ellis, M and Co) 

30 Muggeridge and Badham (Combe and W) v Power (Roy and () 


SJ 

31 Bowker (A T Hewitt) v Hughes (M H Lewis) 

32 Shankland and Co and Young (Fielder and 8) v Bain (Clarkson, 
Gand W) SJ 

33 Bartels and anr, trading. & (J G@ Shearman) v De Benery, 
trading, &c (H Montagu) SJ d 

34 Murray, trustee, kc (Murray, H and 8) v Davies (Darley and C) 
8 


35 Peal (Nash and F) v Smith (Tibbits and Son) 

35a Palmer (Keene, M and B) v Hooper (‘Tilleard, G and H) 

36 Hildesheimer (Goldberg and L) v Coleman (Wilson, B and C) 
8 


37 Tickell (Lyne and H) v Foster (Field, R and Co) 
38 Willetts (Farnfields) v Hemmings (Keene, M and B) 
39 W Barter and Co (Roberts and B) v Dubeux (Wilson and Son) 


SJ 

40 Webb and anr (Tatham, O and N) v The North-Western Ry of 
Monte Video Co. ld (Morgan aud H) 

41 Money (G P Pritchard and M) v Rosenthal and ors (@ McConnal) 
to be tried with 151 


42 Johnson (J and R Goble) v Gay (Cattarns, J and H) 
43 Edwards (Pyke and M) vy Whillier (Helder, R and G)__ postponed 
44 Lamberg and Co (Hollams, Son, and C) v Huntley, Berner and 


Co (Shum, Cand P) SJ ; 
45 Chaplin, admx, Xe (‘T'ravers, Smith and B) v Jacobs (CJ Davis) 
46 King (Argles and A) v Morris (Pyke wid M)~ without a jury 





47 Schroder (Cla Rani) v Williams and anr (Smith, Davies, 
and Co) &8J : 
48 Overbeck (W A Crump and Son) v Overbeck (Murray, H and Co) 


pstpd sJ 


49 Eastern Agency limd (Simp vd C) v Holdsworth and Co 


(Prior, B, C. and A) 

50 Bartlett (TD Pettiver) v Eyre (Bircham and Co) 8J 

61 Brown, Shipley, and Co (Paines, L and B) vy Back and Mansen 
(Frere, F and F) 8J 

62 Carre (J Lott) v Blenkinsop (Lewis and L) SJ 


53 Naylor (G@ M Clements) v Maryport Hematite fron Co (Gregory, 
R andCo) SJ 
54 Peat (Van Sandau and C) v Jones (Clapham and F) 8J 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK, 

May 24.—Messre. DenennAm, Tewson, Farman, & Barpor- 
WATER, at the Mart, at 2 p.w., Freehold Property (see 
advertisemen'!, Avril 30, p. 6). 

May 24.—Mewere. Dutvex & Co., at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Free- 
hold Property (see advertisement, April 30, p. 6). 

May 25.—Mesers, James, Baan, & Son, at the Mart, at 12 for 
1 p.m., Leasehold Property (sev advertisement, May 14, p. 6)- 
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May 25.—Messrs. Epwin, Fox, & Bousrrzxp, at the Mart, at 
2 p.w., Freehold Properties and Ground Rents (see advertise- 
ment this week, p. 5). 

May 27.—Messrs. JonEs, Lane, & Co., at the Mart, at 12 for 
1 p.m., Freehold Property (see advertisement this week, p. 5). 

May 27.—Meesrs. Norton, Trist, Watney, & Co., at the 
Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold and Leasehold Properties (see 
advertisements, April 30, p. 6, and this week, p. Be 


LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bantrupts,. 
Fripay, May 13, 1881. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 

Bartlett, Thomas Henry Nicks, Whitehall place. Pet May 10. 

Murray. May 27 at 11 
Tuck, + aaa Henry, Regent st, Artist. Pet Apr29. Pepys. May 

25 at 12 











To Surrender in the Country. 

Chislett, Edwin, Charlcombe, Somerset, Butcher. 
Robertson. Bath, May 25 at 11 

Dow, James Watson, Ebchester, Durham, Farm Bailiff. Pet May 9. 
Daggett. Newcastle, May 26 at 11 

Hart, Thomas, North Shields, Hotel Manager, Pet May 9. Ingle- 
dew. Newcastle, May 25 at 11 

Jones, William, West Bromwich, Stafford, Coal Dealer. Watson. 
Oldbury, May 26 at 1 

Thomas, David, Llancarvon Factory, nr Cowbridge, Glamorgan, 
Flannel Manufacturer. Pet May 9 Langley. Cardiff, May 24 at 12 

TuESDAY, May 17, 1881. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 

Appleyard, Robert Prescot, Connaught sq, Hyde Park. Pet May 13. 
Murray. May 27 at 11 

Hare, Edmund, Whiston st, Haggerston, Bedroom Furniture Manu- 
facturer. Pet May 13. Pepys. May 31 at11 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Smith, James, Batley, York, out of business. Pet May12. Tennant. 
Dewsbury, June 2 at 12 

Staverton, Henry Edward Mathews, Totnes, Devon, Miller. Pet 
May 12. Edmonds. East Stonehouse, June 2 at 12 

Thornber, Mark, Whitehaven, Mercer. Pet May13, Were. White- 
haven, June 1 at 12 

Turrell, Elizabeth, Great Yarmouth, Boat Owner. Pet May 12. 
Worlledge. Great Yarmouth, June 1 at 11 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Frrpay, ‘Aay 17, 1881. 

Campoverde, Joseph Maria, Furnival’s inn, Library Agent. May 

12 


Pet May 9. 


Pritchard, Frederick William, Rathbone pl, Oxford st, Wine 
Merchant. May 13 

Robinson, John, Macclesfield, Chester, Silk Manufacturer, May 5 

Robinson, Ralph, Macclesfield, Chester, Gent. May 5 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fray, May 13, 1881. 

Ackroyd, William, Bradford, York, Stuff Manufacturer. May 24 at 
11 at offices of Killick and Co, Commercial Bank buildings, Brad- 
ford 

Adams, George, Boylestone, Derby, Farmer. May 26 at 12.30 at 
offices of Cooper and Chawner, High st, Uttoxeter 

Aldridge, William, Bedwardine, Worcester, Commercial Clerk. May 
26 at 11 at offices of Tree and Son, High st, Worcester 

Andrews, John, Nottingham, Iron Turner. May 26 at 11 at offices 
of Stevenson, 11, Weekday cross, Nottingham 

Ashbee, John, Cross Keys, Newport, Monmouth, Builder. May 28 
at 11 at offices of Parker, Commercial st, Newport 

Askey, James, Stoke upon Trent, Builder, May 25 at 11 at offices of 
Ayre, Cheapside, Hanley 

Atkinson, John, Carlton, nr Barnsley, York, Farmer. May 27 at 3 
at offices of Rideal, Chronicle chbrs, Barnsley 

Baker, John, Tipton, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. May 26 at 4 at 
offices of Stokes and Co, 1, Priory st, Dudley 

Baker, Thomas, Ventnor, Isle of Wight, Bookseller. May 26 at1lat 
offices of Fraser, Billiter House, Billiter st. Webb, Euston rd 

Baker, William Henry Charles, New Wimbledon, Surrey, Merchant. 
June 3 at 3 at offices of Bridge and Bonsall, 14, Union ct, Old 
Broad st 

Bell, James, Twice Brewed, nr Haltwhistle, Northumberland, 
Farmer. June 2 at 2 at offices of Carrick and Co, Haltwhistle 

Blackburn, John, Roystone, nr Barnsley, York, Farmer, May 25 at 
3 at offices of Rideal, Chronicle chbrs, Barnsley 

Botterill, William, and William Botterill, jun, Dunstable, Bedford, 
Painters. May $1 at 12 at the Guildhall Tavern. Benning and 
Son, Dunstable 

Brighton, Thomas, Dean’st, Soho, Dealer in Precious Stones, May 
21 at 10 at offices of Micklethwait and Co, 8, Long Acre 

Broadbear, William Charles, St George. Gloucester, Mason. May 25 
at 12 at offices of Sinnott and Spofforth, 12, Broad st, Bristol 

Brooks, Joseph Thomas, Abercram, nr Ystradgunlais, Brecon, 
Police Constable, May 26 at lat Dyffryn chbrs, Neath, Kemp- 
thorne and Son 

Browning, Thomas Osborne, Caister, Gt Yarmouth, Faimer. May 

* 25 at 3 at South Quay, Gt Yarmouth. Worship and Rising 

Bunting, Sarah, Atlow, Derby, Farmer. May 26 at 3 at Green Man 
Hotel, Ashborne, Hextall, Derby 

Bunting, William, Atlow, Derby, Farmer. May 26 at 2 at Green 
Man Hotel, Ashborne. Hextall, Derby 

Buxton, James, Denton, Lancaster, Manufacturer. May 27 at 12 at 

offices of Kltoft, King st, Manchester 








Calvert, Michael, Bradford, York, Grocer. May 30 at 3 at offices of 
Watson and Dickons, Cheapside, Bradford 

Chapman, Harrison, Bowness, Westmoreland, Innkeeper. May 25- 
at 3 at offices of Bowrass, Bowness 

Clark, Walter, Tooley st, Southwark, Potato Merchant. May 25 at 
3 at offices of Shearer, Basinghall st. Procter and Andrews,. 
Princes st, Spitalfields 

Colling, Alfred, Brighton, Tobacconist. May 26 at 2 at offices of 
Nye. Duke st, Brighton 

Coppack, Johr, Chester, Coal Merchant. May 24 at 11 at offices of 
Mason, Bridge st row East, Chester 

Crawley, Hugh, and John Davies, Egremont, Chester, builders. 
May 24 at 2 at offices of Fildes, North John st, Liverpool 

Creasey, Henry, Sutterton, Lincoln, Farmer. May 31 at 12 at offices 
of Bissill, Sleaford 

Daniels, Sydney Herbert, Fenny Stratford, Bucks, Watchmaker- 
May 27 at 12 at Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn. Becke, North- 
ampton 

Dark, George Henry, Bristol, Grocer. May 27 at 12 at offices of 
Evans, Exchange buildings East, Bristol * 

Davis, Walter Sidney, New Thornton heath, Surrey, Baker. May 31. 
at 3 at offices of Fowler and Co, Borough High st 

Dearden, Bernard, Accrirgton, Lancaster, Rope Manufacturer. May 
> at 3at Adelphi Hotel, Avenue parade, Accrington, Sharples, 

ecrington 

Degnan, Michael Joseph, Leeds, Shopkeeper. May’25 at3 at offices 
of Dalton, Albion st, Leeds 

Drinkall, Alice, Kingston upon Hull, Milliner. May 26 at3 at offices 
of Laverack, Land of Green Ginger, Kingston upon Hull 

Dudson, Job, Magdala st, nr Liverpool, out of business, May 27 at 
4 at offices of Lowe, Mount Pleasant, Liverpoo! 

Dunkley, John, Bishop Stortford, Architect. May 23 at 12 at offices 
of Preston, Mark lane 

Ellison, William, St Helens, Lancaster, Decorative Painter. May 31 
at 3 at offices of Oppenheim, Hardshaw st, St Helens 

Farrar. Joseph Henry, Bradford, York, Rope Manufacturer. May 
30 at 11 at offices of Watson and Dickons, Bradford 

Fry, Thomas Tozer, and Alfred Hill Mayer, Bristol, Leather Mer- 
chants. May 26 at 12 at offices of Collins, Broad st, Bristol 

Gamble, Henry James, Halesowen, Worcester, Grocer. May 28 at 
10,30 at offices of Waldron, High st, Brierley hill 

Gittus, John, Inkberrow, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. May 27 
at 3 at offices of Simmons, Evesharna st, Redditch 

Green, John, Kennington pk rd, Manager to a Contractor, May 
25 at 3 at offices of Ody, Blackfriars rd 

Green, Michael jun, Batley, York, Grocer. May 26 at 4.30 at offices 
of Wooler, Exchange buildings, Batley 

Hammond, Charles, Golborne rd, Notting hill, Butcher. May 30 at 
1 at offices of Green, Verulam buildings, Gray’s inn 

Haworth, Titus, Burnley, Lancaster, Grocer. May 25 at 3 at Raw- 
linson’s Temperance Hotel, St James’s row, Burnley. Sutcliffe 
Burnley 

Heap, Thoma s, Gt Tichfield st, Portland pl, Butcher. May 30 at 3° 
at offices of Green, Verulam buildings, Gray’s inn 

Holden, Harry, Brighton, Licensed Victualler. May 30 et 12 at the 
Old Ship Hotel, Brighton. Hodson, New Shoreham 

Holmes, William, birmingham, Haberdashery Warehouseman, May 
24 at 3 at offices of Jaques, Temple row, Birmingham 

Howarth, Robert Seel, Crewe, Chester, Clogger. May 27 at 11 at 
offices of Hill, Market st, Crewe 

Hudson, Peter, Leekfrith, nr Leek, Stafford, Farmer. May 24 at 3 
at the Swan Hotei, St Edward st, Leek. Bishton, Leek 

Huggins, Robert, junr, Hackford next Wymondham, Norfolk, 
Farmer. May 26 at 12 at the Duke's Palace Inn, Norwich 

Hulls, Augustus, Blackmoor st, Drury lane, Grocer- May 26 at 2 at 
offices of Reeves, Clement’s inn, Strand 

Hunter, Edwin, New Basford, Nottingham, out of business, May 
24 at 3 at offices of Belk, 7, Middle pavement, Notting 

Ingle, John Webster, Leeds, Timber Merchant, May 26 at 3 atthe 
Queen’s Hotel, Wellington st, Leeds. Cranswick, Leeds 

Jackson, Esther, Manchester, Importer of Watch Materials. Jane3 
at 12 at offices of Farrington anc Crofton, 88, Mosley st, Manches- 


ter 

Jackson, Thomas, Torver, Lancaster, Innkeeper. May 24 at 11 at 
the County Hotel, Ulverston. Jeavons, Ulverston 

Jarvis, Edwin, and Alfred Jarvis, Cardiff, Cabinet Makers. May 
19 at 2 at Merchants’ Association, 39, Broad st, Bristol, in lieu of 
the place originally named 

Joel, George Frederick, Blackman st, Borough, Brush Dealer. May 
27 at 3 at offices of Brocklesby and Co, 16, Water lane, Gt Tower st 

Johnson, Joe Marshall, Mirfield, York, Cotten Spinner, June 1 atS 
at the Black Bull Hotel, Mirfield. Wilson, Mirfield 

Jones, Daniel, Llandovery, Carmarthen, Innkeeper. May 30 at 1 ad 
the King’s Head Inn, Liandovery. Phillips, Llandovery 

Jones, John, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Fruiterer, May 23 at lat offices 
of Howell, 23, Cannon st. Aberdare 

Jones, Richard, Pontardawe, Glamorgan, Clock Maker, May 24 a6 
12 at offices of Charles Bros, The Parade, Neath 

Keogh, Edward, Pump ct, Temple, Barrister at law, May 20 at 1) 
at offices of Roberts, 15, Coleman st 

Kershaw, Charles, Rochdale, Licensed Victualler, May 26 at 11 ad 
oftices of Worth, Lower Gates, Old Market pl, Rochdale 

Kerslake, William Henry, Scarborough, Draper. May 23 at 2 at the 
Queen's Hotel, Manchester. Watts, Scarborough 

Kirkby, Edmund Thomas, Whitkirk, York, Farmer, May 26 at 3at 
offices of Pullan, 11, Albion st, Leeds 

Lawrence, George, Watton, Norfolk, Carrier, May 26 at 3 at offices 
of Grigson and Robinson, Watton 

Lee, James, Ashton-upon-Mersey, out of business, May 27 at 3 at 
offices of Beaumont, 26, Booth st, Manchester 

Leppard, James, Cowfold, Sussex, Farmer, May 25 at 3 at the Old 
Ship Hotel, Brighton 

Linden, John, High st, Uxbridge, Commercial Traveller, May 30at 
3at the George Inn, Uxbridge. Philp, H 

Linsley, George Henry, Kingston-upon-Hull, Joiner, May 26 at 3 

at offices of Eldridge and Stephenson, 3, Cogan chbrs, Bowlalley 

lane, Kingston-on Hull 
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Littlewood, Great Yarmouth, Linen Draper. May 30 at 
— at ng of ~~ ean tei ee — and me beg one 
ngman, Henry Hodges, Gloucester, Grocer. May 26 at 11 at offices 
York, 9, Berkeley st, Gloucester” 
Lorimer, David Young, High st, Acton, Grocer. May 26 at 2.30 at 
Creditors’ Association, 6, Arthur st East. Reynolds, Furnival’s 


inn 

Macfarlane. Ralph Erskine, Derby, Commission Agent. May 26 at 
3 at the Lemperance Hotel, 7, Corn Marlet, Derby. Close, Derby 

Malcolm, George, Huddersfield, Draper. May 27 at 3 at offices of 
Milned and Swift, 16, New st, Huddersfield 

Manship, Samuel, Leicester, Provision Dealer. May 30at 3 at offices 
of Hincks, Bowling green st, Leicester 

Mordecai, Evan, Llantrissan, Glamorgan, Labourer. May 27 at3 at 
offices of Williams, 11, Penuel sq, Pontypridd 

Moreton, Ernest, Derby, Grocer. June 1at 3 at offices of Moody, 20, 
Corn Market, Derby 

Munford, James, East Dereham, Norfolk, Builder. May 23 at 12 at 
offices of Bavin and Daynes, 11, Exchange st, Norwich 

Musson, Thomas Bailey, Bucknall. Yorkard, Nottingham, Joiner. 
May 55 at 3 at offices of Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Naylor, Thomas, Wigan, Lancaster, Boot and Shoe Maker. May 26 
at 3at offices of Scott and Ellis, Arcade-buildings, King st, 
Wigan 

Nenve, Alfred, James, Kingston, Surrey, Auctioneer, May 28 at 
Griffin Hotel, Kingston-upon-Thames, in lieu of the place origi- 
nally named 

Newbery, Johnn, Rotherham, York, Boot and Shoe Dealer. May 27 
"Bt 3 at offices of Clegg and Sons, Victoria Ihmbrs, Figtree lane, 
Sheffield 

Newell, Freeman, Fietton, Huntingdon, Commercial Traveller. 
May 26 at 8 at offices of Deacon and Wilkins, Crosst st, Peter- 


borough 

Newland, Joseph. Shipton-on-Stour, Worcester, out of business. 
May 26 at 2 at George [otel, Skipston-on-Stour. Barkes, More- 
ton-in-Marsh 

O’Brien, John, Birkenhead, Chester, Provision Bealer. May 21 at 
3 at offices of Thompson, Hamilton st, Birkenhead 

Owens, William, Thomas, Everton, Liverpool, Muilder. May 25 
at 2 atoffices of Knowles, Cook st, Liverpool 

Peddelty, George, Bishop Aucland, Idnkeeper. May 26 at 7.30 at 
offices of Ldgar, Silver st, Bishop Aucland 

Pickles. Joe, Birkenshaw, nr Leeds, out of business. May 27 at 11 
at offices of Baker, Aldermanbury, Bradford 

Pointing, Charles, Birmingham, Chair Manufacturer. May 26 at 3 
at offices of Jaques, Temple row, Birmingham 

Priestley, Semel, Lianfrissant, Glamorgan, Colliery Proprietor. 
tm bog at 2.30 at Royal Hotel, Cardiff. James and Co, Merthyr 

y 

Rivett, Alfred, Egremont, Chester, Farmer. May 27 at 1 at offices- 
of Pennock and Guest, Sweeting lane, Liverpool 

Roberts, Robert, Handy Cross, High Wycombe, Bucks, Farmer. 
May 30 at 3 at offices of Woolls and Co, High st, Uxbridge 

Ryder, William, Newton Abbot, Auctioneer. May 27 at 11 at Craven 
Hotel, Craven st, Strand. Baker and Watts 

Scholes, Samuel, Dewsbury, Joiner. May 26 at 10.30 at offices of 
Ridgway and Ridgway, Dewsbury 

Shackleton, William Heaton. John Tomlinson, and Holmes Smith, 
Morton, York, Stuff Manufacturers. May 30 at 12 at offices of 
Watson and Dickons, Cheapside, Bradford 

Sherratt, William, Wrexham, Solicitor. May 26 at 2 at 28, Regent 
st, Wrexham. Sherratt, Birkenhead 

Slack, Ardern Holme, Fenchurch st, Wine Merchant. 
at offices of Plews and Co. Mark lane 

Smith, Anne Ashton, Bristol, Pork Butcher. 
of Ward, Albion chbrs, Bristol 

Smith, Henry Moreton, Nottingham, Ironmonger. 

lices of Martin and Son, I pavement, Nottingham 

Thomas, Bury St Fdmunds, Music Seller. June 4 at 12 at 

= Bury St Edmunds. Salmon and Son, Bury st 








May 31 at 2 


May 26 at 11 at offices 





June 3 at 11 at 










ove, George. Yeovil, Innkeeper. 
Hotel, Broad st, Bristol. Ames, Frome 
Spencer, Joseph, Ashby-de-la- ch, Leicester, Draper. May 26 at 
1! at offices of Fisher and Co, Ashby-de-la-Zouch 
Stebbing, Zachariah, Bury St Edmunds, Painter. 
Guildhall, Bury 8t Edmunds 
Etevenson, James, Chester, Grocer. 
Roose and Price, North John 
Mold 
Stokes, Alfred, Tipton, Stafford, Boot Dealer. May 25 at 11 at offices 
of Stokes, Bennett's hill, Birmingbam 
Stone, Kate, Newport, Isle of Wight, Saddler, 
ices of Edraonds and Co, Cheapside, 


*kiand, W 


May 26 at 1 at Grand 








May 26 at 12 at 





_ May 27 at 1 at offices of 
st, Liverpool. Kelly and Keene, 


May 31 at 11 at 
f Beckingsale, Newport 
n, Mold, Flint, Boot Maker, May 25 at 2 at 
berts, Mold 


















ion : 14, Mol 

lor, George, Leighton Buzzard, Bedford, Land Steward, May 25 

I High st, Leighton Buzzard 

aynon,, George, Darlington, Durham, Butcher. May 26 at 3 at 

ices of Wilkes and Wilkes, Northgate, Darlington 

Thwaites, Join Mitchell, Cartialc, Woollen Manufacturer. May 26 at 
il at offices of Murray, Scotch st, Carlisle 

Tingey, George Kdward, Harpenden, Hertford, of no ocenpation. 
May 24 at 12 at the Railway Hotel, Harpenden. Ewen and Roberta, 
Luton 

Titmnas, William, ®t Alvans, Wertford, Painter. 

ficce of Biripaon and Co, St Peter at, Bt Albans 

Toby, Witiam Henry Wheaton, fearminster, Dorset, Lemp Manu- 
oat May Zi at 12 at the Choughs Hotel, Yeovil, Toby, 
fy OS 

Tritechien, Andrew, Bearborough, York, Clock Maker. May 2 at 
30) at ADYALs North Vastern Hotel, York. Guy and Williamaon, 
Kearhorogh 

Underwoul, Wiliam, Hradford, York, Grocer. May % at 3 at 
Shem of the Creditors Association, Godwin wt, Bradford 

Vaton, Eenile, Vieet wt, Commision Agewt, June 2 at 3 at offices of 
Cooper, LAncolin’s inn fields 








May % at 3 at 


Welch, Henry, St George, Gloucester, Glazier. May 21 at 12 at offigg 
of Essery, Nicholas st, Bristol . 

White, Jeremiah, Allerton, Bradford, York, Drysalter. May 26 at}1 
at offices of Singleton, New Booth st, Bradford 

Whitelaw, John, and John Ewing, Carlisle, Wool Spinners. May 26 
at 3at Bush Hotel, Carlisle. Wannop, Carlisle 

Wilford, Charles, Winslow, Buckingham, Grocer. May 30at 1 at Bell 
Hotel, Winslow. Willis, Winslow 

Williams, Morgan, Swansea, Draper. May 24 at 11 at offices of Lad. 
bury and Co, Cheapside. Smith and Lawrence, Swansea 

Willmer, Phillis, Kemp Town, Brighton, Cowkeeper. May 31 at3 
at 2, Church place, Kemp Town, Arnold, Townhall chambers, 
Southwark 

Wills, Elias, and Thomas John Wills, Bristol, Curriers. May 24 at? 
at offices of Brown, Corn st, Bristol 

Winterbottom. Johnson, and Hugh Winterbottom, Manchester, Coal 
Merchant. May 31 at 3 at Mitre Hotel, Cathedral gates, Manches. 
ter. Bradbury, Ashton-under-Lyne 

Wray, Joseph Champney, Kingston-upon-Hull, Draper. May 25 at 3 
at offices of Pickering, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hull, 
Laverack, Hull 

Wynne, ‘Thomas, Waterloo, nr Liverpool, Rigger. May 25 at 2.30 at 
offices of Knowles, Cook st, Liverpool 

Young, William, Leek, Stafford, Silk Manufacturer. 
at the Union buildings, Market street, Leek. 
Co, Leek 


May 26 at 11 
Challinor and 


Tvrspay, May 17, 1881. 

Adams, George William, Chrisp st, Poplar, Boot Manufacturer, 
June 1 at 3 at offices of Dear, Gresham st 

Ballard, Frank, Horsham, out of business. June 2 at 2 at offices of 
Moss, Gracechurch st 

Bellin, William James, Hanley, Provision Dealer. May 26 at 11.30 
at offices of Paddock and Son, Old Hall st, Hanley 

Bensley, Henry, and Henry Bensley, jun, Bridge rd, Battersea, 
Builders. May 26 at 2at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Girdle. 
stone, Albany ct yd, Piccadilly 

Best, Sealy James, and William Joseph Marshall, Hickman’s folly, 
Dockhead, Engineers. June 2 at 2 at Guildhall Coffee House, 
Gresham st. Bradley, Mark lane 

Byford, James, Bradfield, Essex, Butcher. June 10 at 1 at Cricketers 
Arms Inn, Manningtree. Pollard, Ipswich 

Chapman, John, and John Williams, Cardiff, Ironfounders, May 
28 at 11 at offices of Hern, 8t Mary st, Cardiff. Dalton and Co, 
Cardiff 

Coulthart, George, Liverpool, Draper. June 1 at 12 at offices of 
Carruthers, Lord st, Liverpool — 

Cowper, George, Exhall, Warwick, Farmer, June 1 at 11.30 at 
Seven Stars Inn, Stratford-on-Avon. Warden 

Caaske, William Lreland, Foulsham, Norfolk, Farmer. May 28 at 2 
at offices of Blake and Co, The Chantry, Theatre st, Norwich 

Cripps, Thomas Richard John, Gt Wakering, Essex, Blacksmith, 
May 31 at 11 at offices of Wood and Son, Rochford 

Daniell, John, Hornsey rd, Business Transfer Agent. May 25 at 11 
at offices of Meeres and Co, Southampton bldgs, Chancery-lane, 
Dobson, Minories 

Daniels, George, Roliesby, Norfolk, Farmer. 
of Coaks and Co, Bank plain, Norwich 

Darby, Benjamin, Smethwick, Stafford, Labourer, June 3 at 11 at 
offices of Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 

Darlington, William, Newton-by-Middlewich, Chester, Salt Boiler, 
June 8 at 3 at offices of Cooke, Middlewich 

Davenport. Charles, Stanthorne, nr Middlewich, Chester, Farmer. 
June 8 at 12 at offices of Cooke, Middlewich 

Davies, Benjamin, Burford and Green, Salop, Farmer. May 30 at 
lat Norton Arms Hotel, Knighton. Andrews, Leominster 

Eden, Christopher, Earl’s Court rd, South Kensington, Boot Manu- 
facturer. June 2at2 at offices of Charles Woodley, Guildhall 
chmbrs, Basinghall st. Brown, Basinghall st 

Edmonds, Sydney, Broad st, Golden sq, Provision Merchant. 
May 24 at 11 at offices of Conrad and Co, Theobold’s rd, Gray’s- 
inn. Hope, Bell yard, Fleet st 

Escott, Santuel Alfred, Exeter, Refreshment House Keeper, 
at 11 at offices of Campion, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Garrard, Alfred, Hemsley ter, Hackney, Boot Manufacturer, May 25 

at 3 at offices of Liquidation Company, Finsbury pavement, 

Brett, Mincing lane - ma 

Greenheard, Coarles Edward, Stamford st, Blackfriars, Musician‘ 

June 2 at2at Cheapside Holder 

Gregory, Charles, Leicester. out of business. 

of Buckby, Millstone st, Leicester 

Grieve, George Morley, Liverpool, Provision Dealer. May 31 at 2 at 

offices of Cox, Dale st, Liverpool 

Griffiths, Thomas, Wootton, Wellington, Hereford, Farmer, May 31 

at 11 at offices of Humfrys. Bridge st, Hereford 

Harvey, Charles Philip, Bow rd, Clothier, Muay 26 at 3 at offices of 

jarnett, Palmerston bldgs, Old Broad st 

Haworth, Robert Seel, Crewe, Chester, Clogger. 

offices of Hill, Market st, Crewe 

Haworth, Titus, Burnley, Grocer. May 25 at 3 at Rawlinson’s Tem- 

perance Hotel, St James’s row, Burnley, Sutcliffe, Burnley 

Haynes, Frederick, March, Cambridge, ‘Tailor, May 31 at 12.30 at 

Great Northern Hotel, Peterborough. Sidney and Ollard, 

Wisbech St Peters 

Heaselden, John, Moss Side, Manchester, Grocer, 

offices of Leyland, Mosley st, Manchester 

Higdon, Robert, jun, King st, Snow hill, Baker, 

offices of Woodrotle, Gt Dover st, Southwark 

Hill, John, Greenheys, Manchester, Fruiterer, 

of Peacock and Gracie, Cross #t, Manchester 

Hohnen, Alexander, Clarendon st, Camberwell Now rd, Baker, May 

30 at 3 at offices of Wild and Co, Lronmohger lane, Cheapside 

Hollest, William, Collingwood terrace, Battersea, Oil and Colour 

Man, May 4) at 3 at offices of Wolferstan and Uo, lronmonger 

lang ‘ 

Morsfall, John, Walsden, nr Todmorden, Langaater, Mill Manager, 

May 2s at 11 at officos of Kastwood, Masonic Hall, Todmorden 


May 31 at 2 at offices 


June 1 


June 1 at 3 at offices 


May 27 at 11 at 


May 30 at 11 at 
dune 2 at 3 at 
June 1 at 3 at offices 





Watson, James, Vatiey, York, out of business, May 24 at 1 at George 
Hite, Wellington mt, Hanley. Widgway and Ridgway 





Hove, Kugene Van, South Norwood, omer. Vrofeasor of Lan, 6 
June 2 at 4 at offices of Baxelby and Vaulkner, North end, Croy- 
don 
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— 
Henry, Warrington, Lancaster, Provision Dealer. May 26 at 


1) at offices of Addenbrooke, Bank chmbrs, Winwick st, Warring- 


ton 
hreys, Thomas, Longton, Stafford, Grocer. May 31 at 11 at 
aoe of Tennant and Co, Cheapside, Hanley 
Jackson, Thomas, Scarborough, York, Physician. May 27 at 3 at 
offices of Cornwall and Watts, Queen st, Scarborough 
Jones, Lewis, Holywell, Flint, Collecter to a Life Assurance Society. 
June 8 at 2 at offices of Cope, Holywell 
Jones, Louisa, Carmarthen, Printer. May 30 at 10.30 at offices of 
Thomas and Brown, Lower Market st, Carmarthen 
Keal, Thomas, jun, Boston, Lincoln, Butcher. May 30 at 12 at 
offices of Thomas, Emery lane, Boston 
Kingerley, Joseph, Parson Drove, Cambridge, Farmer. May 30 at 
$at the Swan Inn, Parson Drove. Ollard, Wisbech 
Jatham, Samuel, Congleton, Chester, Currier. May 30 at 11 at 
offiies of Cooper, Park st, Congleton 
Lawrence, Alfred, Liverpool, Fishmonger. May 26 at 3 at offices of 
Bartlett, Dale st, cle ig 7 
Leach, Robert, Heywood, Lancaster, Butcher. May 30 at 3 at offices 
of Anderton and Donnelly, Garden st, Bury 
Jouis, Frederick Marcus, Bishopsgate st, Without, Picture Frame 
Manufacturer. May 28 at 11 at offices of Ratcliffe, Bishopsgate st 
Within 
Makepeace, John, Warwick, Grocer. May 31 at 3 at offices of Over- 
ell and Son, Warwick st, Leamington 
Marriott, William Robert, Nottingham,:Veterinary Surgeon. June 8 
at 3 at Assembly rooms, Low Pavement, Nottingham. Cranch and 
Stroud, Nottingham 
McCall, James, Wrexham, Denbigh, Draper. June 3 at ll at Wel- 
lington Hotel Nicholas croft, Manchester 
Moore, Frederick James. Studley, Warwick, Draper. May 30 at 3 at 
offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
0’Donoghue, Curnelius, Barnsley, York, Clogger. May 30 at 11 at 
offices of Marshall and Ownsworth, Church st, Barnsley 
Oppermaun, Carl John David, Leyton. Essex, Watch Manufacturer. 
Nay 25 at 4 at offices of Canwarden, Old Jewry 
Oram, Frederick, Crate, nr Devizes, Wilts, Dealer. June 2 at 10 at 36 
St John st, Devizes. Butcher 
Price, James, Bishopston, Gloucester, Fishmonger. May 31 at 2 at 
offices of Mosely, Clare st, Bristol 
Prime, Horace George, Nottingham, Fancy Draper. May 31 at 4 at 
offices of Barlow, St Peter’s Church walk, Nottingham 
Raithby, John, Sutton-in-the-Marsh, Lincoln, Farmer. 
10 at Red Lion Hotel, Alford. Bassitt 
Ranson, James, Leeds, Potato Merchant. May 30 at 11 at offices of 
Jenkinson, Albion st, Leeds 
Ravenscroft, Frederick James, Regent st, Lace Merchant. May 31 
at 3at 145, Cheapside. Herbert, Vigo st, Regent st | 
Reeve, Ernest, Queen’s rd, Peckham, Upholsterer. May 25 at 2 at 
offices of Terry, King st, Cheapside 
Reeve, Thomas, Stow, Norfolk, out of business. June 1 at 12 29 
County Court House, Downham Market. Reed and Wayman, 
Downham Market , 4 
Reynish, Thomas, and John Cornish, Cardiff, General Drapers. 
May 28 at 11 at Globe Hotel, Angel st, Cardiff. Davie, Wellington 
Richardson, John, Warrington, Lancaster, Painter. May 31 at 3 
at offices of Davies and Co, Market pl, Warrington 
Roberts, Richard, Cardiff, Builder. Junel at 11 at Royal Hotel, 
St Mary st, Cardiff. Cousins, Cardiff 
Robertson, Henry, Kidderminster, General Dealer. May 30 at 3 at 
offices of Thursfield, Swan st, Kidderminster 
Robinson, Joseph, Grantham, Lincoln, Boiler Maker, 
12 at offices of Schofield, St. Peter’s-hill, Grantham 
Rebiuson, Thomas Edward, Brighouse, Halifax, Beerseller. 
at 3 at offices of Chambers anc Chambers, Brighouse 
Routledge, Isaac Bird, Carlisle, Tea Dealer. May 31 at 11 at offices 
of Murray, Scotch st, Carlisle * 
Seeley, John, Redditch, Worcester, Beer Retailer. May 30 at 11.30 
at offices of Powell and Browett, Ann st, Birmingham 
Shackleton, William Heaton, John Tomlinson, and Holmes Smith, 
Morton, Bingley, York, Stuff Manufacturers. May 30 at 12.15 at 
offices of Watson and Dickons, Cheapside, Bradford 
Shepherd, John, Treneglos, Cornwall, Clerk in Holy Orders. June 
l at 2 at the King’s Arms Hote!, Launceston. Cowlard and 
Cowlard, Lancaster 
Shilston, Joseph, Spring st, Paddington, Builder. 
the Great Western Royal Hotel, Craven rd, Paddington. 
Mary’s sq, Paddington 
Siddall, James, Bolton Brow, Sowerby Bridge, Halifax Commisslon 
Agent. May 28 at 3 at offices of Storey, King st, Halifax 
Southeard, William Bennett, Swansea, Grocer. May 25 at 2 at offices 
of Lovett, Duke st, Cardiff. Smith and Lawrence, Swansea 
Stallard, George, Worle, Somerset, out of business. June] at 3 at 
oflices of Smith, Sydenham terrace, Weston-super-Mare 
Stamford, Joseph, Beverley, Builder, June 1 at 11 at offices of 
Shepherd and Co, Lairgate, Beverley 
Stokes, Thomas, Evesham, Worcester, Coach Builder, May 80 at 11 
at offices of 'Tree and Son, High st, Worcester 
‘Tanton. Charles, Bethersden, Kent, Grocer, May 27 at 2 at offices of 
Hallett and Co, Bank st, Ashford 
Thibaut, Theophile, Kidderminster, Teacher of Languages. 
May 30 at 3.80 at offices of Corbet and Co, Church st, Kidder- 
minster 
Thomas, Harry, Bdgwaro rd, Sewing Machine Agent. May 30 at 
3 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham at, Young, Newgate st 
Thorp, Robert John, Bristol, Fancy Draper. May 28 at 11 at offices of 
Bibly, Exchange Weat, Bristol 
Turner, ‘Thomas, Calvorley, York, Auctioneer. May 81 at 10,30 at 
offices of Cross, Parkinson's chmbra, Market st, Bradford 
Ulmer, Aloyse, Landport, Hants, Ryz Merchant. May 31 at 2 at 
offices of Blake, Ordnance row, Portaea 
Vaughan, David, Oswestry, Salop, Innkeeper, May 28 at 11 at oftice 
of Morris and Sons, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 
Wade, Radwin, Bowling, Bradford, Farmor, May 27 at 8 at offices 
of Browning, Queen's gate Bradtord 
Walton, Richard, Conway, hoot Manufacturer, May 26 ab 12 at 


May 2% at 


June 2 at 


June 3 


May 21 at 3 at 
Fox, St. 


Watson, John, Worshecmad Bridge, nr Barnsley, Corn Miiler. June 
1 at 2 at offices of Church st, Barnsley 

Watts, William, Great Yarmouth, Dyer, June 1 at 10.30 at offices of 
Sayer, Hall quay, Gt Yarmouth 

Webb, Sampson James, Aston, nr Birmingham, Nickel Refiner. 
June 7 at 12 at offices of Rowlands and Co, Colmore row, Birming- 


ham 
Webster, Robert James, Walthamstow, Builder. May 24 at 11 at 
par gt Hall Tavern, Mason’s avenue, Basinghallst. Hope, Bell 
yd, Fleet st 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 


Guarantesod Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 
The Faculty pronounce it “the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
oeverage fcr Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Icvalids aad Children.” 
Highly commended by the entire Medica 1Press. 
Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
seeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and In REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 
Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
tast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 
CocoaTina A La VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
——— Checolate, and niay be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 
hibited. 
In tin packets at ls, 6d., 3s., 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists and Grocers, 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietor», 
H. SCHWEITZER ® CO., 19, Adam-street, London, W.C. 





EDE AND 50N 


ROBE Sek MAKERS 
ENT 


BY SPECIAL APPOINT ry 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole f !:3 Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO. 


CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 
94. CHANCERY LANE. LONDON. 


H AMPTON & SONS make NO CHARGE for 

inserting particulars in their FREE MONTHLY REGISTER 
of ESTATES, TOWN and COUNTRY HOUSES, Furnished or 
Unfurnished, or for Sale, to be had GRATIS at their Offices, or 
post-free for two stamps. Published on the Ist of the month, and 
particulars for insertion should be sent not later than five days 
previous to end of preceding month. 
Valuations for Probate and Transfer. Surveys. 

Estate and Auction Offices, 8, Pall Mall East, S.W. 


ARTNERSHIP. — On Account of Ill-health a 
Solicitor of twenty-four years’ standing, having Offices near 
Charing-cross, is desirous of having a Parmer. £700 required for a 
third share.—Address, Pixos, care of Mr. Elers, 22, Inke rman- 
road, Kentish Town. 


ere 











ARTNERSHIP.—Advertiser, engaged in a Lucra- 
tive and Well-secured Manufacturing Business near London, 
wishes to meet with af Gentleman with a Capital of not less than 
Three Thousand Pounds, to join him in same. Satisfactory 
References to Bankers and others in Leading Positions in 
London.—Apply, B. Gray, Esq., Solicitor, 93, Edgware-road, W. 





AW.—An Old Blue Seeks Re-engagement as 

4 Chancery and Common Law Clerk; ten years’ experience. 
Salary £150.—Address, Lex, Mr. Kelly’s, Newsagent, Gray’s-inn- 
gateway, Holborn. 


| AW.—A Costs, Ledger, and Shorthand Clerk, of 
_4 over thirteen years’ experience in town and country, is open 
to a Re-engagement.—Address, B. C., care of Mr, Goldsmith, 1, 


Douglas-street, New Cross, London, 8.R, 












| AW.—Wanted, a Re-engagement by a Bill of 
A Costs Clerk of over fifteen years’ experience in the settlement 
of costs of every description, both for taxation and delivery ; anex- 
ceptional references.-—-Address, A, B., 5, Southampton-street, 
Camberwell, 8.8. 


's°O SOLICITORS COMMENCING PRACTICE.— 

Legal Business assured for Building Society and Limited QCom. 
pany, &c, Small Capital can be introduced, Absolute security. 
Anrua, Ll, Northampton-square, B.C, 


ate 


TO SOLICITORS, 

UDICATURE FUOLSCAYP at 15s, 6d. per Ream, 
e ruled for Affidavits or Costs, full weight guaranteed, equal to 
that usually sold at fis. Every article of Law and General 
Stationery kept in stock at prices that will favourably compare 
with any house in London, Price list and samples free by post. 

F, Corse, 4, Brownlow-atreet, Holborn, 
Goods booked to all parts of the Kingdom, 





Queen's Hotel, Chester, Jones, Conway 
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AW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
FLEET STREET, LONDON. 
TRUSTEES. 
The Right Honourable BARON CAMPBELL. 
The Right Honourable VISCOUNT CRANBROOK. 
The Honourable VICE-CHANCELLOR Sir CHARLES HALL. 
The Honourable Mr. JUSTICE MANISTY. 
WILLIAM FREDERICK HIGGINS, Esq. 
EDMOND ROBERT TURNER, Esq. 


DIRECTORS. 

| Holdsworth Hunt, Esq. 
John James Johnson, Esq., Q.C. 
William Rolle Malcolm, Esq. 
Richard Nicholson, Esq. 
Charles Manley Smith, Esq. 
Jobn Swift, Esq. 
John Marmaduke Teesdale, Esq. 
Edward Tompson, Esq. 
Sir William Henry Walton. 
Arnold William White, Esq. 
Charles Norris Wilde, Esq. 
Basil Thomas Woodd, Esq. 


Edward Bailey, Esq. 

Francis Thomas Bircham, Esq. 

The Hon. Hallyburton G. 
Campbell. 

John Clerk, Esq., Q.C. 

Frederick George Davidson, Esq. 

John Deedes, Esq. 

William James Farrer, Esq. 

Henry Ray Freshfield, Esq. 

The Hon. Alfred E, Gathorne 
Hardy. 

Sir Farrer Herschell, Q.C., M. P. 

William Frederick Higgins, Esq. ' 





Invested assets on 31st Dec., 1880 oo oe «» £5,404,488 
Income fer the year 1830 ee oo ee ee £480,432 
Amount paid in claims to 31st Dec. last eo e+ £12,642,214 
Reversionary Bonuses allotted for the five years 

ended 31st Dec., 1879 .. os at ee ee £675,853 
Aggregate Reversionary Bonuses hitherto allotted £6,198,991 


The Expenses of Management (including commission) are under 
4} per cent. of the annual income. 

Attention is specially directed to the revised Prospectus of the 
Society ; to the new rates of premium, which are materially lower 
for young lives than heretofore; to the new conditions as to ex- 
tended limits of free travel and residence ; and to the reduced rates 
of extra Premium. 

Loans are granted on security of Life interests and Reversions in 
connexion with policies of assurance. 

Prospectus and Form of Proposal will be sent on application. 

GRIFFITH DAVIES, Actuary. 





ae LIFE OFFICE 
Foxpep 1906, 


50, REGENT STREET, and 14, CORNHILL, LONDON. 


Existing Assurances exceed .. ee ee «» £6,500,000 
Invested Funds .. we oe oe oe ee 2,124,711 
Annual Income .. os ee oo oo oe 279,852 
Claims Paid exceed oe oe on oe «- 6,500,000 
Bonuses Declared... oe a os oe ee 2,342,000 


During the past year (1880) each main item hes shown improve- 
ment upon the preceding year. 


1879. 1880. 
New Premiums oe oo oe £15,172 £18,845 
Income .. oo oe oo oe 273,684 279,852 
Invested Funds.. ee ee o 2,077,215 2,124,711 


CHARLES STEVENS, Secretary. 

N4tion AL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, FOR 
MUTUAL ASSURANCE, 

Head Office: 2, KING WILLIAM STREET, LONDON, E.C. 

EstaBLisHepd 1830, 
Directors, 
President—Sir HENRY W. TYLER, M.P. 
Vice-President—JOHN CHAS. SALT, Esq. 

Jounx Bucwpern, Esq. R. P. Carew Hunt, Esq. 

Georer Burwann, Esq. Farpericx Lock, Esc. 

Harzy Cuves, Esq. Joun Nicnouas, Esq. 

Josern Cotuine, Esq. Henry Poiiock, Esq. 

Tuomas Curtis, Esq. | The Hon, Geran C. Tarnor. 

The Preminms are moderate to begin with, and by the application 

of Profite, in Class B, are gradually reduced until they are extin- 
guished altogether; a result which, judging of the future from the 
experience of the past, may be expected to be attained in the cases 
of lives of medium age in abont 20 years from the time an Assur- 
ance is effected ; after which the further profits assigned to a Policy 
are applied in making additions to the Sum Assured, 


ASSURANCE FUND . . . « «© « £770,000 
ANNUAL INCOME. . . ©. + «© « 110,000 
ere, 4 fl eo 
AMOUNT ASSURED . . . . 4. . 2,460,000 


Fail Prospectuses and further information may be obtained on 
application at the Heap Ovvicx, or at any of the Society’s 


AGESCIES, 
HENRY JOHN PUCKLE, Secretary. 





EVERSIONARY and LIFE INTERESTS in 
» LANDED of FUNDED PROPERTY or other Securities and 

Asnuities PURCHASED, or Loans or Annuities thereon granted, 

by the EQUITAULE KEVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY (LIMI- 

TEV), 10, Lancaater-place, Waterloo Bridger, Strand. Katablisied 1536, 

Ce pital, £500,000. Interest on Loans may be capitalized, 

F.%. CLAYTON, Join’ 

C, H, CLAYTON, } Becrowries. 





AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
4 COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.0, 
The Funds in hand and Capital subscribed amount to upwards of 
£1,600,000 sterling. 
Chairman—Jamzs Cuppon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith. 
building, Temple. 
Deputy-Chairman—C, Pempzrton, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solici. 
tor, 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted, 
Whole World and Unconditional Life Policies granted at a slightly 
increased rate of Premium. 
Policies of Insurance granted against the contingency of Issue 
at moderate rates of Premium. 
Advances made on Mortgage of Life Interest and Reversions, 
whether absolute or contingent. 
Prospectus, Copies of the Accounts as deposited with the Board: 
of Trade, and every information sent on application to 
FRANK McGEDY, Actuary and Secretary, 


AW ASSOCIATION for 





the BENEFIT 

4 WIDOWS and FAMILIES of SOLICITORS in the MET. 
ROPOLIS and VICINITY (instituted 1817).—The ANNUAL 
GENERAL COURT will be held at the Hall of the Incorporated 
Law Society, on Thursday, the 26th May, inst. 

To receive from the Board of Directors a report and statement of 
accounts for the past year. 

To elect officers for the ensuing year. 

And on general business, 

The chair to be taken at three o’clock precisely. 

By order of the Board, 
A. B. CARPENTER, Secretary, 
Devereux-buildings, Devereux-court, Temple, W.C. 
10th May, 1881, 





MELBOURNE, VICTORIA, 


fMHE TRUSTEES, EXNCUTORS, and AGENCY 
COMPANY (Limited). Incorporated and empowered by 
special Act of the Parliament of Victoria, No. 64, intituled “ An 
Act to confer Powers upon the Trustees, Executors, and Agency 
Company (Limited).”’ 
DIRECTORS. 


The Hon. SIR CHARLES SLADEN, K.C.M.G., Chairman. 

D. McARTHUR, Esq., late Inspector Bank of Australasia, Vice- 
Chairman. 

John Benn, Esq. (Grice, Sumner, and Sompany}- 

The Hon James Balfour (E, Henty and Company 

F. R. Godfrey, Esq. 

W. Templeton, Esq., Managing Director. 

Subscribed capital liability, £150,000, with power to increase up to 

31,000 


, , ° 
Bankers—Bank of Australasia, Melbourne, and its Branches. 

This Company is empowered in its corporate capacity to act as 
trustee, executor, or administrator, receiver, committee under the 
Lunacy Statute, or as agent for trustees, executors, or administra- 
tors, or for principals, who, from absence, ill-health, or other causes, 
are unable or unwilling to act for themselves, and in this capacity 
will receive and pay over, as directed, legacies, annuities, dividends, 
rents, interest on debentures or mortgages, and will buy, sell, or let 
landed property, &c. 

The Company will also invest money, negotiate loans, buy or sell 
shares, effect insurances, and act generally as agent, as well in Mel- 
bourne as in country districts. 

The Company derives its profits entirely from commission business, 
a very important element in estimating its security. 

Any further information can be obtained at the office of the Com- 
pany’s agents in England, Messrs. Sladen & Mackenzie, 1, Delahay- 
s reet, Westminster, Solicitors. 


‘g°O SOLICITORS.—The Freeholder of Unincum- 

bered Estate in active development wishes to arrange with 
Solicitor to make temporary advances to Builders in consideration 
of liberal bonus and all legal business in connection with leases,— 
Mr. Granam, Architect, 5, Air-street, Piccadilly, 





|= BON MARCHE PROPERTY REGISTER 

of Houses to be Let or Sold, Furnished and Unfurnished, is 
circulated gratis by the Auction and Estate Agency Department, 
Bon Marché, Brixton, London, 8.W. Parties seeking residences 
will find this list concise, correct, and of great assistance. 


7 BE DISPOSED OP, the Property of a Solicitor 
retiring, a complete Set of the LAW REPORTS, 1866—80, in 
calf. A fine copy.—Address, Lex, care of Wm, Clowes & Sons, 
Limited, 51, Carey-street, W.C. 
746,000 Ready for Investment on Freehold, or first- 
rate Leasehold House Property. Principalsor their Solicitors 
only need apply.—Address, Evstace Wm. Owxns, 22, Chancery- 
lane, London, W.C, 





OR SALE.—Valuable Reports, including LAW 
JOURNAL, for last fourteen years, and also Toxt Books, in 


number 176,in new condition, Price £50, List will be submitted.— 
A. B., 4, Florence-street, Islington, 


ry}O0 TRUSTEES with Power of Purohase.—A 
first-class Investment for about £20,000 to £26,000, with a 
certain rise in Capital and Income,--Kor particulars apply to 
a. Paton & Newsox, Land Agents, 67, Lincoln’s-inn-flelds, 
ondon, 





